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vad in the grant. The right to so much land, to be after 
: aa tid off by official authority, in the territory described, 1 
w ‘ed {rom the Government to him by the execution of the |} 


” 
rrument granting it. 


The effect of this doctrine is to recognize all 
vested rights as tolands which have been declared 
7 made certain by the laws of Congress and 
‘1. aets of the citizen conformably thereto; as for 
example, the settler’s right to one hundred and 
ry acres of land, by preémption, has certain 
ite initiatives prescribed by law, which, 

complied with, vest in the preémptor a 


} 


« 


| 
= | right to a specific tract of land. And it has | 
n the practice of our Government, and the }} 
rulings of our highest courts, to treat these par- 
ti oular preliminaries as Separating so much of the |} 
sublie jand from the public domain, and reducing || 
a te private right and possession. So, therefore, || 
do these amendments which I have offered pro- i 


i. justly in conformity with the policy of our 
Governm nt for the rights of the toil-worn emi- 

yt. Any other policy would be to go back- 
wards from our present advanced civilization. I | 
am willing, sir, to give to the land claimants every 
they are entitled to, but no more. If they 





ios neglected, in times gone by, to do that | 
which would have secured to them landed estates, 
equal to what would be principalities in some | 
countries, itis their own fault, and they can blame 
, one else for such neglect. They should have 
strict justice, but nothing more. | am not willing 
as by a regrant to renew their claims to lands 
h they once considered so valueless as not to 

be worth the price of surveying. The strictest 
rule of the law will leave them in possession of 
vast tracts of land; and I am not willing to stand 
and see desolation wrought upon a thousand 
ids when there is no law to require it, and 

: it would be no less inhuman than contrary 

to the policy of our Government and the whole 
spirit of our institutions. But there is not even a 
| technicality contrary to the construction of 
which these amendments assume. Therefore, 

y have on their side not only all that 1 have 

ited, but strict justice and strict law. 

1am willing that the decisions of the United 


} 


States district courts shall be made final. I have 
) desire to compel the claimants to carry their 
ses beyond that tribunal. Ihave shown that 


tlie decisions of the Supreme Court lately ren- 


dered are in direct conflict with, and in fact re- 
verse, some of their former decisions—that they 
go beyond and start new questions, by which 
their former decisions are rendered nugatory, 
and that great mischief has been caused thereby. 

In relation to the mineral question, there cannot 
be, [ presume, a shadow of adoubt. The Su- 
preme Court itself was so deeply impressed with 
tie importance of this, that it declared that the de- 
cision in the Frémont case did not touch the ques- 
tion about the right to mine, and that the question 
was not presented in the case. It was a simple 
quesuon as to the grant in fee, according to the 
laws of Spain and Mexico, of land to be held 
under their authority, and subject in all respects 
to the conditions which they provide. The 
grantee could take nothing by the case beyond | 
that. Nothing beyond that was in the power of 
the commissioners. Nothing beyond that was 
in the power of the United States district courts 
below. And nothing beyond that could be taken 
by the grant made according to that decision of 
the Supreme Court and the laws of Mexico. 

We now come, sir, to examine that part of the 
amendments which I have offered with a view to 
protect the great mining interests of California, 
and to prevent them from being absorbed by stu- 
pendous individual speculations. 
The treaty of peace between the crown of 
‘ain and the Mexican Republic was signed on | 
the 28th day of November, 1836. The first arti- | 
ce recognized the independence and sovereignty | 
of Mexico. The seventh article recognized the | 
cominion of the crown of Spain to have endured | 
until the year 1821. There are no decrees of the || 


5} 


‘ . i} - ~ 
Supreme Government of Mexico, from the year |! policy of the crown of Spain, and of the supreme | 


| tion and interest. 
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| ts ‘ ; 
any way, the preéxisting rights of the sovereign 


to absolute title to, and control of, all mines and 
minerals. They passed to the supreme Govern- | 
ment of Mexico, and remained unaltered, as per- | 
fect and unimpaired as they existed in the Span- 
ish crown prior to the treaty of 1836. They were 
rights capable of being transferred and pass d to 
the United States by the treaty of 1848. (Guada- 


The regulations of the crown of Spain em- 
braced all minerals of whatever character. They 
also constituted the mining laws of the supreme | 
Government of Mexico. It was not necessary | 
by the laws of the crown of Spain and the su- 
preme Government of Mexico, in order to protect 
those particular rights of the sovereign power, to 
make any reserve of the minerals which might | 


| lupe-Hidalgo.) 


| exist within a grant made to an individual. Those | 


grants were always made for towns, agricultural 
and grazing, or mining purposes. This was the 
known and established policy of the country. 
The lands of Mexico were always treated by the 
sovereign power with a view to a two-fold rela- 
The one was agricultural and | 
grazing; the other mining. ‘The latter was pecu- 
liarly considered as to revenue, and no fee-simple 
to it was ever made tu an individual. The sub- 
ject or citizen who obtained the land took that, 
and that only, subject to all these rights, the lim- 
itations and conditions of the mining regulations. | 
All the lands which might prove to contain min- | 
erals were liable to be denounced and taken up 
by astrangerif he were firstto discover them. The | 
same general principle applied to mines which had 
en worked and abandoned. The grantee | 
or owner of the lands where minerals were found 
was entitled to an appraised value, to be fixed to 
them as agricultural or grazing lands, and no | 
more and no less. The great object was to en- | 
mining. The policy was developed in | 
the reign of Philip I1., when the power and min- | 
ing resources of Spain were at their height. That | 
policy has never been changed; and no minerals 
have ever been passed in fee-simple to individ- 
uals by grants of jland, unless by express decla- 
rations to that effect, none of which are found in 
grants for lands in California. They there re- 
mained in the sovereign. ‘They passed in the 
cession of the Territory of California to the su- 
preme Government of the United States, and can 
vest in no individual to whom grants were made | 
by the crown of Spain or by the supreme Gov- 
ernment of Mexico, without being first divested 
out of the United States in the specific form of 
release made and intended to operate as tiile con- 
ferred for minerals. 
The grantees, then, in California, took no title 
to minerals, and hold none, except such as was 
held by them in common with every other citi- 
zen. The confirmation by the commissioners 
and courts of the 
new title. They could add nothing. Their judg- 


once t 


courage 


ment was as to the regularity and legality of the | 
grants solely, and would go to the extent, simply, | 


and no further, of the laws of the crown of 
Spain, and of the supreme Government of Mexico. 
There is nothing in the ac®of Congress by which 
that commission was created, which either does, 


or was intended to change the laws of Mexico | 


on this subject. The rule is, that they shall take 


by the laws of the crown of Spain, or of the su- | 


preme Govermament of Mexico, and by their 


| authority they hold, and by none oth er. They 


receive from them great benefits. 
under the tréaty, form the sole authority under 
which they hold, then the United States would 


have aright to reduce these immense principali- | 


ties of land which have been granted to them, 
down to a size suited to our institutions and our 
policy. But if they are protected by the laws of 


the crown gf Spain, and of the supreme Govern- | 


ment of Mexico, against that, then so are they 
likewise limited and restrained from taking more 
than those laws allowed them. 

Such has been, as I think, the sound and just 


United States conferred no | 


If they do not, | 
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the only limitation and restraint placed upon those 
vast gran individuals, which, by 
stroke of the me nr, tr 


to immense wealt 


ts to 


a single 
insferred men from poverty 
h, and created distinctions and 
benefits between them and their fellow-country- 
men, which are established usually only by mon- 
archies. . 7 Y 

Under the policy of those laws, any citizen had 
a right to make discoveries of minerals on private 
lands, to denounce them, and to work them. If 
the mines were ever abandoned or forfeited by 
him, they did not, even then, revert to the owner 
of the lands within which they were found. He 


had no more interest in them than a stranger. 
They reverted to the possession the supreme 
Government, and might pass to him who would 
first denounce them afterwards. So ,a where 
mines were abandoned and not worked during a 
certain | h of time in each year, they were 


liable to be d nounced und taken by others And 


in ail eases in whi mines were denounced and 
taken, whether by discovery or forfeiture, they 
were subject to the rezulations preseribed for the 


government oft the mine 
ated by the crown of 
Spain, and by the supreme Government of Mex 


ico as the peculiar patrimony of the State, 


The mines were thus tre 


which 
never had been and never was intended to be alien- 
ated. With the territory recently 
treaty of 1848, they h ive SO 


session of the Government o 


aequ red by the 
into the pos- 


the United States. 


NASR 
pa { 
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It is known that they are valuable and numer- 
ous. Our sole objeet should be tl I dev lopment 
by private enterprise, by placit them eqi y 
within the reach of every eitizen—by ke ping the 
mines found on the publi lands as free as possi- 
ble, and giving vital ty to the laws it force at the 


time the grants were 
part of the conditions. 
sist efficiently in the 


and contribute, most 


made, and which were a 
In this way they will as- 
settlement of the co intry, 
larrely, to the general wel- 
fare of the whole nation. 

The royal ordinances gor the direction and gov- 
ernment of the mines of New Spain, remaim un 
changed upon this subject. Chapter five, section 
one, of that compilation, declares: 

*'The mines are the property of the royal Crown, as well 
by their nature and origin as by their reunion, declared by 
the fourth law of the thirteenth title of the sixth book of the 
new compilation.’’ 

Section second declares that: 

* Without separating them from my royal patrimony, I 
grant them to my subjects in property and possession,”’ 
subject to the regulations mad 
ment of the mines. 

The third section of that chapter 
words: 


for the govern- 
is in these 


‘< Be it understood that this grant is made upon two con- 


ditions: First, that they (my subjects) shall pay to my royal 
treasury the proportion of me tal reserved thereto; and, sec 
ondiy, that they shall carry on they operations in the mines 


subject to the provisions of these ordinances, on failure of 
which, at any time, the mines of persons so making default 
shall be considered as forfeited, and may be granted to any 
person who shall denounce them accordingly.” 

In addition to this the fourteenth section of 
chapter six, of the ordinances, is as follows: 

‘* Any one may discover and denounce a vein, not only 
on common land, but also on the property of any individ 
ual,’ &c., and likewise—“ the same is to be understood 
|| with regard to denouncing convenient places for erecting 
establishments, and also waters for moving machines, em- 


ployed for the reduction of ores,” &c. 
i 


The twenty-second section of the same chsp- 
|| ter provides that mines of gold and silver, pre- 
|| cious stones, copper, lead, tin, &c., may be de- 
|| nounced in like manner. They are all subject 
|| to the same reculations, and were required to be 
worked for a given length of time in each year; 
and upon a failure of the conditions required for 
the working of them, or of the payment of the 
rent, they reverted to the suprem¢ Crovernment. 

Section four of chapter six prescribes the man- 
ner in which a mine may be denounced, and is in 
the following words: 
| “The persons referred to in the preceding sections must 
present a written statement to the deputation of miners in 
that district, or, in case there should not be one in that dis- 


1521 to the year 1854, which affect or change, in || Government of Mexico, considering that it was |/ trict, to the nearest thereunto, specifying in it his name, 
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1842, 


——— 


those of his associates, (if he has any,) the place of his birth, | 


his place of habitation, profession, and employment, to 
gether with the most particular and distinguished features 
of the tract, mountain, or vein, of which he claims the dis 
” &e. 


cove 


The Supreme Court fully recognizes the laws 
here alluded to in their decision in the Frémont 


case, 17 Howard, page 565, in which they declare 


as follows: 

‘In relation to that part of the argument which disputes 
his right, upon the ground that his grant embraces mines 
of goid or silver,it is sufficient tosay that, under the mining 
laws of Spain, the discovery of a mine of gold or silver did 
not destroy the title of the individual to the land granted. 
The only question before the court is the validity of the 
tite. And whether there be any mines on this land, and, 
if there be any, what are the rights of the sovereignty in 
them, are questions which must be decided in another form 
of proceeding, and are not subjected to the jurisdiction of 
the commissioners, or the court, by the act of L851.” 

While I am willing to go as far as the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, or any other gentleman, in 
redressing the wrongs of this people, yet itseems 
to me thatit would be wellto examine the grounds 
upon which it is proposed to act, before we pro- 
ceed to take so important a step as is here in- 
tended. And while you are locking at the inter- 
ests of one party, it would be well to look at 
other rights which would be invaded by the pas- 
sage of such a law as this. How much land in 
the Territories of the United States would satisfy 
these preémption claims? How much legisla- 
tion would be necessary to give vitality to the 
law of Mexico, which wasa part of the condition 
It is necessary 
that some reference should be had to these things, 
if action should taken by Congress. I had 
intended to present a system for working the 
mines and reviving the law which entered into 
and became a part of these grants, in order to 
bring the subject before the House. But I be- 
come Satisfied of the fact, upon examination, that 
the United States had no right to the minerals; 


of every one of these grants? 


be 


that the right of eminent domain over them vested 
in the State of California;and further, that 
the State has noright to alienate her title to them. | 
It can direct the working of the mines, but cannot 
graut them in fee-simple. 


' 
aol 


In view of those facts, lam content to leave the 
subject as presented in the bill | have offered for 
your consideration, 
" Are gentlemen awarg of the extent to which 
the passage of the bill reported by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary would go? It would con- 
firm all sorts of claims simply because they have 
been passed by the board of land commissioners 
before the Ist day of January last. It has been 
said by the gentleman from Kentucky that this 
limitation as 

rreventing the confirmation of fraudulent claims. 

have mentioned one, of the fraudulent character 
of which no person in California has any manner 
of doubt; but it may be presented at this dis- 
tance, and made to appear a very fair claim. 
Another claim, which I believe was passed on 
before January last, is a claim for the jurisdiction 
of Mare Island, on which is the United States 
navy-yard, and on which have been expended 
millions of dollars. Now, sir, I have been in- 
formed that the grant in respect to this island 
was originally only to allow some stock to graze 
there. Lhave been informed that when this grant 
was first knewn, in 1850, it extended no further. 
But now, upon this same paper, there is an abso- 
lute grant of the land, and a contract was entered 


into with the United States authorities, that if 


the claim should be decided in favor of the par- 
ties claiming it, the Government should pay a 
very large amount for it—I believe some $300,000. 
A Member. Was this claim to Mare Island 
passed upon by the board of commissioners prior 
to the Ist of January ? 
Mr. DENVER. That is my recollection. 
Mr. H. MARSHALL. It was passed on the 
12th of February. 
Mr. DENVER. The amendments I have pro- 
osed are not presumed to be the best that could 
a framed. Ihave presented them because I sup- 
posed that the House had determined to pass 
something of the sort, and I prefer them to the 


bill offered by my colleague; but I think it would | 


be wise if this House would take no action upon 
the subject. I think the best thing we can do is 
to let the matter stand as it is, and see what will 
come out of it hereafter. I do hot present the 
bill which I have offered, therefore, because I 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GL 


to time was made for the purpose of 


desire to see it passed, for I really think that, for 
the present, any legislation upon the subject 
would be wrong. If the Attorney General does 
his duty, these claims will soon be disposed of, 
and I am willing that he shall be required to act 


| without delay. That he has neglected this matter 


too long I am free to admit; but if he will only 
live up to what he proposes, there will soon be an 
end of the matter. Let us require him to do his 
duty, and not again throw everything into con- 
fusion by further unwise legislation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 


Assury Dicktns, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. No. 76) entitled ‘*An act for the relief of the 
widows and orphans of the officers, seamen, and 
marines, of the United States sloop of war Albany, 
and for other purposes.’’ 

KANSAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise toa 
question of privilege. I call up the resolutions 


reported by the Committee of Elections in the 
Kansas contested-election case. 


The resolutions were read, and are as follows: | 


Resolved, That John W. Whitfield is not entitled to a 


| seat in this House as a Delegate from the Territory of | | 


ansas. 
’ Resolved, That Andrew H. Reeder be admitted to a seat 
on this floor as a Delegate from the Territory of Kansas. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, this ques- 
tion is altogether of too much importance to be 
acted on with a thin House, and I therefore move 
that there be a call of the House. 


Mr. PHELPS. 


question to a vote to-day; and I would suggest 
that the gentleman from Kentucky withdraw his 
motion that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman does 
not intend to call for the previous question, and 
to press the resolutions to a vote to-day, I with- 
draw the motion that there be acall of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I do not intend to call 


| for the previous question to-day. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I withdraw my 
motion that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the gentleman from 
Maine will yield to me, I will move that the 
further consideration of this question of privilege 
be postponed until to-morrow, in order that we 
may get rid of the bill that is pending before the 
House. The House can be notified that this con- 
tested-election case will .be the first business in 
order in the morning. 

Mr. DUNN. I trust the gentleman from Maine 
will give notice, and insist on it, that he will to 
morrow press this question toa vote. I do not 


see why we should spend any further time on it. | 


Mr. WASHBURN. I move, as it seems to 
accord with the feeling of the House, that the 


| further consideration of the resolution be post- 


poned until to-morrow, at eleven o’clock, a. m. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I now give notice that I 
will, if 1 get the floor, call for the previous ques- 
tion at three o’clock to-morrow afternoon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. GREEN WOOD, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House, of Re petition and papers of Theresa 
Dardenne, in order that they may be presented tothe Sen- 
ate. 


CALIFORNIA LAND CLAIMS—AGAIN,. 


The House then resumed the consideration of || 


the bill to expedite the issuing of patents for con- 
firmed land claims in California. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL advocated the bill, and 
replied to the gentleman from California, [Mr. 
Denver.| His speech will appear in the Appen- 
dix. 

Mr. CADWALADER. If we legislate in an 
of the modes proposed, it is obvious that we aah 
interfere with the ordinary course of judicial 
transactions in our country; and in a.case of that 
sort I am certain that no member of thjs House 
would desire to take any action where there is 
obviously so great a contrariety of opinion among 
the members, who profess to have particularly 


_ investigated the subject. - [ therefore move tolay 


the bill upon the table. 


OBE. 


I understand that the gentle- 
man from Maine does not intend to press the 


July § 
ated uh ___suly 30, 
| rT: . - ~ 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I hope the rentle. 
man will withdraw his motion until I make a ¢.. 
| remarks. -— 

Mr. CADWALADER. If the gentlema: 
for the purpose of speaking in concurre 
the views of the gentleman who has last 
I must refuse to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SMITH. I shall speak against the yip 
of that gentleman. 

Mr. CADWALADER. If gentlemen thin, 
is unreasonable that the side [ advocate sho.) 
have the last word, [ will not withdraw the m,. 

| tion. rf 

Mr. SMITH. 

| proceeding. 

Mr. CADWALADER. I decline to withdry 

| the motion. Gentlemen all around me, by th,., 
looks, are opposed to the withdrawal of the 
tion. 

Mr. MACE moved that the House adjo 
which motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided jy 
the affirmative—yeas 85, nays 55; as follows: 

| YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Ball, Barbour, Barks. 

| dale, Hendley S. Bennett, Billinghurst, Bishop, [})\. 
Bradshaw, Branch, Brenton, Broom, James H. Cainpbey’ 
Clawson, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Craige. 
Crawford, Cumback, Damrell, Day, Denver, Dick, Dujy, 

| Durfee, Emrie, Giddings, Goode, Greenwood, Ia 
Sampson W. Harris, Holloway, Valentine B. Hortoy. 
Houston, George W. Jones, Kidwell, Knapp, Knigit, kK; ” 

| Kunkel, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Sainuel 5. Yq, 
shall, McCarty, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Miljsog, 
Moore, Morrill, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pen; 
ton, Pettit, Phelps, Purviance, Quitman, Ricand, Rit 
Robbins, Ruffin, Sabin, Sapp, Savage, Sherman, Sh 
Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stanton, Taylor, Thurs 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Underwood, Wade, Walbridge, Wa, 

| ner, Watson, Winslow, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, ang 
John V. Wright—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Benson, Bowie, Buffinton, Ley 
D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Coliax, Comins, Covo 

| Henry Winter Davis, Dean, Dodd, Edie, Eustis, Flagler, 
Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Gilbert, Granger, J. Morrison 

| Harris, Herbert, Thomas R. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, 
Knowlton, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar 
shall, Matteson, Meacham, Mott, Parker, Pelton, Perry, 

| Pringle, Ready, Rivers, Sage, Sandidge, William R. Smith, 
Spinner, Stranahan, Tappan, Trippe, Vatk, Wakeman, 
Waldron, Walker, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Eliihu 

| Washburne, Israel Washburn, Welch, Wood, and Wood- 
ruff—s5. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. DENVER. I move to reconsider the vote 


| Just taken; and also move that the motion to r- 
consider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill of the fil- 
| lowing title: ** An act for the relief of the wi- 
| ows and orphans of the officers, seamen, and 
| marines of the United States sloop of war A: 
bany, and for other purposes;’’ when the Speaker 

| signed the same. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move that the 
| rules be suspended, and the House resolve itse!! 
into the Committee of the Whole on the stat 

the Union, for the purpose of taking up the for- 
| tification appropriation bill. It is a small bil, 
and we may dispose of it in a half hour. Before 
| the question is taken on the motion to go into 
/ committee, I offer the usual resolution, that de- 
| bate be closed on the bill in committee, within 
five minutes after its consideration shall be again 
| resumed. ; 
The resolution was agreed to. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Came 
| BELL’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 

| Committee of the Whole on the state of © 
Union, (Mr. Cons, of Georgia, in the chair.) 
The CHAIRMAN stated that the question be- 
fore the committee was a bill making appropr!*- 
| tions for fortifications and other works of defens’, 
and for repairs of barracks and quarters, tor \ 
_ yearending the 30th of June, 1857. 
|” The first reading of the bill was dispensed with 
_and the Clerk proceeded to read it by paragrap!s 
| for amendment. 


| Mr. BENSON. 
| ment: 


For fortifications at the entrance of Kennebec riveh 
|| $100,000. 


i Tisee 
hce With 


, 
Sp oy 
Poke : 


Ws 


There is no objection to my 


mo- 


urn: 


vis 


I offer the following amen 











river, 


anata 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is that a work | 


already commenced? 


Vr. BENSON, It is a work the necessity for 
which I can satisfy the gentleman in a few mo- 


mr, JONES. Is this an appropriation under 
any existing law? ee ae ~ 7 
\ir. BENSON. It is for repairing the fortifi- | 
1 at the mouth of the Kennebec river, which 
weds it. Itis an existing work. 
~ Mr. JONES. If it is anew work, I rise to a | 
iestion of orde r. 
“Mr. BENSON. It is an old work. I ask gen- 
‘~men to allow me to call their attention for a few 
ites to the provisions of this bill. I wish to 
eal to no sectional feeling of this House; but if 
ntlemen will look at the bill, and see what | 
call ints are appropriated in it, they will find a few | 
facts which, it seems to me, must address them- | 
ves in favor of the amendment which | have of- 
fored. I merely appeal to a sense of right so far as | 
my own State is concerned. By this bill, it will be | 
found, that there is recommended for fortifications 
rth of Mason and Dixon’s line, $190,000; south 
of that, line upon the Atlantic coast, $833,000; and 
upon the California coast, $550,000. Now, Ido 
not ask ventlemen to vote for the amendment 
which | have offered for that reason alone; but if 
the property of the whole country demands com- | 
mon protection, [ think the provisions of this bill 
will commend the amendment. 
The Kennebec river runs through the heart and 
center of the State of Maine. 
navigation is the capital of the State, and the | 
United States arsenal. Upon its banks are the 
enterprising cities of Augusta, Hallowell, Gard- 
incr, and Bath, besides many important and flour- | 
ishing towns and villages, nearly all of them 
| y engaged in ship-building. ‘The Bath col- 


At the head of its || 


|| War Departmentcalling for $1,070,000. Thee 


| fortifications, and, of course, th: 


estimates, and since the bill was reported to the 
House we have had additional estimates from the 
om- 
mittee declined tor portin favor of the allowance 
of these estimates, with the exception of 8200000, 
which has been dee hit d nece ssat V for t re 
of the various fortifications, including the 1 
cation of which the ventleman speaks; 


und if he 
will allow us to progress with the considera 
of this bill, I will, as chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, report an amendment to 
the bill which will five $200,000 for the re pairs of 


AVh 


ventleman’s fort 
will come in. 

Mr. BENSON. Does that embrace the forti- 
fication at the mouth of the Kennebec river 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is for the contingent 
expenses of fortifications not previously men- 
tioned in the bill, (and the gentleman’s is not.) 
including repairs of fortifications, barra 
quarters, hospitals, sea-walls, and other sorts of 
repairs, $200,000, so that a portion of that 
$200,000 will be applied under this estimate to 
any repairs necessary to the fortifications at the 
mouth of the Kennebec. And, Mr. Chairman, 
I will say, that if we open the door to these 
amendments from different quarters, the result of 
it will probably be the defeat of the bill; and I 
think the gentleman from Maine would do well 


] 
CAS, 


| to agree to take his proportion out of that general 


appropriation of $200,000, and withdraw his 
amendment. I hope he will withdraw it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Did I un- 
derstand the gentleman from Maine to say, that 
the Secretary of War recommended that this 
amount be appropriated ? 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Not to this House—cer- 


tainly not. 


| district was the sixth in tonnage in the | 


United States on the 30th of June, 1855, and the 
amount built the preceding year, 
nearly one half of all the addition to the tonnage 
the United States for that year having been 
t State of Maine. And I submit that 
ereat national interest, and the section of 
country so largely concerned in it, is entitled to 
such protection and defense as the Government 
can legitimately afford, and as this bill gives to 
other portions of our common country. Such, 
to some extent, will be the work proposed. 

The entrance at the mouth of the Kennebec 
is not far from one hundred rods wide, with ten 
fathoms at low water, and admirably fitted for a 
fortification to command the navigation of the 
river. The harbor at the mouth of the river is 
safe and capacious, accessible at all seasons of 
the year for any class of vessels, and it is near a 
main channel of our fishermen to the British pos- 
sessions and the line of commerce to Europe. 

In time of war, if guarded by a suitable forti- 
fication, it would be a refuge for our mercantile 
marine, a protection against a blockading squad- 
ron, and the fine shipyards upon the banks of | 
the river above could be safely occupied in con- | 
verting our merchant ships into naval vessels of 
war. I hope, therefore, this amendment will not | 
be opposed, especially as, when the subject was | 
up in a similar fortification bill in the Senate, on | 
motion of one of the Senators from Maine, this 
identical amendment was adopted unanimously | 
bythe Senate. I hope the House will also adopt 
itunanimously. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would say to 
the gentleman that no estimate has been submit- 
ted by the Department to the House. 

Mr. BENSON. Will the gentleman allow me 
to say that, some time after the estimates were 
submitted, a resolution was offered in the Senate, 
calling upon the Secretary of War for informa- 
tion upon this subject, and he communicated to 
the Senate, in reply to that resolution, a recom- 
mendation for this work. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman from 
Maine had been vigilant, and had felt the great | 
national importance of the appropriation which is 
Proposed by his amendment, it strikes me that he 
would have taken some steps to have presented, | 
in some authentic way, estimates from the proper 
Vepartment showing the necessity that exists | 
for it, and the amount which it would require. | 

will say to the gentleman that the Committee | 
of Ways and Means have confined themselves to | 


second in the 


in the 


Mr. WASHBURNE. I want to know the 
fact, whether the recommendation has or has not 
been made? That is th 

Mr. BENSON. I will state, Mr. Chairman, 
that after the recommendation to which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has referred was made, Mr. 


question. 


| Haut, one of the Senators from Maine, moved 


the following resolution: 


* Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in 
form the Senate if, in his opinion, the fort at the mouth of 
Kennebec river should be put in a state of repair, or if ne 
cessary to rebuild the same; and, if so, to furnish an esti 
mate therefor?’— 


and that, in reply to that resolution, the Secre- 


| tary of War made a communication, accompan- 


ied with a report of General Totten, recommend 
ing this fortification. . 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 


It is a very remarkable 


circumstance, Mr. Chairman, that if it were a 
matter of so much consequence that this special 
appropriation should be made, he has taken no 


|| steps to bring the matter before the Committe: 


of Ways and Means. 


He has been here eicht 


| months, guarding vigilantly, | have no doubt, t! 


interests of his constituents. And I put the 
question to him: what right has the Committee 
of Ways and Means to go to the Senate for the 
purpose of inquiring what documents, and esti- 
mates, and recommendations, were sent to them? 
It strikes me that the gentleman ought to hav 
presented the matter to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. BENSON. My answer is this. J was 
informed that the whole subject was before the 


| Committee of Ways and Means, and that they 
| would make the recommendation which | ask for. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Wiill the gentleman fur- 
nish it now, for the information of the commit- 
tee? 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reduce the amend- 
ment one half, with a view to get some informa- 
tion. Does the gentleman from Maine state that 
this is an existing fortification ? 

Mr. BENSON. I will state that this is fora 
fortification where there is an old fort, dilapidated 


| to a large extent, and to take the place of the old 


one. It is either to repair the old, or to build a 


| new fortification, as the Secretary of War shall 


deem best. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is very clear that, if the 
amendment place it within the discretion of the 
Secretary of War to build a new fort here, it is 
not in order; and I would present that point of 
order in connection with my amendment. And 
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ft 


the estimates from the Departments—the original |!I do it for this reason: the committee will | 
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recollect that three Congresses back there existed 
eo much opposition to the system of fortifying 
ts, that an appropriation bill for that 
purpose was defeated in the House of Repre- 
tives, and no appropriation at all made. 
This was in the Congress of 1850. 


our outpos 


Ser 


his oppo- 
sition grew up beeause of the fact that the system 
had extended itself too far over the country. The 
ippropriations had become so large that, at the 
first session of Congress in which | was con- 
nected with the Committee of Ways and Means 
it was with extreme difficulty we could get any 
bill into the House at all, and had to cut down 
the bill so as to make it re ally one for repairs and 
improvements. But they allowed us to make no 
appropriation for the continuation of fortifications 
which, in our judgment, were really needed. 
Since that time the sentiment of the country, and 
of the Hiouse, has gradually approached a prope r 
point; and if we retain it there, we can carry on 
a system of fortifying the 
make it 


h will 


S hee che d. 


country wh 
uch asystem a 
ttunue extending the 

tar ki 7 


invulnerable—s 
But if we cor 
we continue 


system—1f 

ition that 
creutlemen see fit to bring in, connected with their 
districts, which have not 


on eve ry prope 


been submitted to the 
committees of this body that are appointed to 
scrutinize —we will 
again reach sucha pointas that we will failagain, 
and leave unfinished those fortifications which 
really need completion. 

My point of order is certainly a good one, for 
there is no authority for this appropriation. if 
It contemplates a new fortification, then it is 
clearly out of order as an amendment to this bill. 
It is the business, then, of the Military Commit 
tee, to Investigate and re port; and after the forti- 
fication has been authorized by law, it then be- 
longs to the Committee of Ways and Means to 
report the necessary appropriations for it in the 
reneral fortification bill. ’ 

According to my view, those gentlemen who 


those estimates and points 


desire the system to be ke pt up ought not to resort 


to this plan of 
So far as 


am ndments 
lL am concerned, | represent an interior 
district, and have no fortification near me; but, 
neverthe less, I beheve that we ought to continue 


introducing such 


the system as it has been carried on for the last 
half dozen years. I did are, when I was 
connected with the Committee of Ways and 
Means, nor did I look to see, whether the appro- 
priation was fora point north or south of ary 
particular line. I voted for ' 
them, according to a conscientious desire to dis- 
charge my duty; and I never looked whether the 
point was north or south of a particular line, to 


not « 


the m, or agai st 


see whether I should, or should not, vote for the 
appropriation, 

Mr. BENSON. If there is any objection to 
the phraseology of the amendment it can be vi ry 
easily altered. Let it stand so as to provide for 
the improvement of the fort at the mouth of the 
Kennebec river. I look at the substance, and not 
at the form. If there is a work there that ought 
to be improved, I do not care what language is 
used to provide for its improvement, if it is par- 
liamentary language. If there is property there 
which ought to be protected by a national work, 
I ask what officer is more competent to decide as 
to the character of that national work than the 
officer designated by the Secretary of War to 
examine and report upon the fortifications of the 
country ? And, sif, that officer has recommended 
the appropriation which is covered by my amend- 
ment; and the Secretary of War has recommended 
it in a report which was sent to the Senate with 
the communication of General Totten. A fort at 
the mouth of the Kennebec river is admirably 
calculated to protect that entire river. It would 
preventthe passing of any vessel beyond the point 
at which it is located. There is a large amount 
of property, national, State, and individual, upon 
that river, which would be valuable to the enemy 
in time of war. There are cities and villages upon 
the river, and a thickly-settled and flourishing 
country through which it passes. The capital of 
the State and the United States arsenal are there, 
and I protest against making any sectional ap- 
peals or appropriations upon sectional grounds. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Why did you do it then? 

Mr. BENSON. I did not doit. I merely called 
the attention of gentlemen on the other side of the 
House to the fact, and appealed to their sense of 
justice to defend all sections of the Union. If 


so 


aM tse! 
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have no feeling of opposition to works of fortifi- 
cation in other sections of the Union; but I ap- 
peal toge ntlemen from the South, while they have 
appropriated in this bill $833,000, that they will 
help «to build up this fortification, not because 
it is vorth of Mason and Dixon’s line, but be- 
couse it is a great national work to protect a sec- 
tion of country that is entitled to protection at 
the hands of the national Government. 

Now a word in reply to the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Campse tu, 
of Ohio.}] I did not intend to impute any blame. 
I was under the impression that the matter had 
been before that committee. I knew that it had 
been before the Senate. 1 knew that the recom- 
mendations had been presented to that body from 
the proper Department, and that the appropriation 
had been unanimously adopted by that body in 
the fortification bill which passed during the 
present session. The matter was properly pre- 
sented to the Senate by a Senator from Maine; 
and | supposed, of course, that it had been before 
the Committee of Ways and Means. I had been, 
incorrectly it seems, informed that the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had taken action upon 
it, and that it would be included in the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The matter has never 
been before us. We haye never had the honor 
of an application, even from the gentleman from 
Maine himself. 

Mr. BENSON. I have said that I had under- 
stood the matter had been before the committee, 
and had been acted upon. I knew the work was 
an important one; and, trusting in the justice of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, I believed 
it would be provided for. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LETCHER. I propose to reduce the 
appropriation proposed by the gentleman from 
Maine, $10,000. 

Now, sir, will the gentleman from Maine be 
kind enough to tell me when was the last time an 
appropriation was made for this Kennebeck forti- 
lication? 

Mr. BENSON. So long ago that the memory 
of man runneth not to the contrary. 

Mr. LETCHER. Has none been made within 
the memory of the present generation ? 

Mr. BENSON. Ihave no recollection of any 
appropriation being expended there. , 

Mr. LETCHER. Then it strikes me that if 
the centleman from Maine cannot recollect when 
an appropriation was made for this work—and 
he must be able to recollect nearly half a century 
—it must have been a very long time ago. F 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I ask the ventleman 
from Maine whether that fort is manned now? 

Mr. BENSON. Not at this time. 

Mr. LETCHER. If it is not too late, I desire 
now to present the question of order, that, upon 
the statement of the gentleman from Maine him- 
self, this appropriation is for a work that has had 
nothing oupended on it for so long that it is the 
game as an appropriation for an original work. 

Mr. PHELPS. In connection with the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Virginia, 


I desire to call the attention of the committee to | 


the report of Mr. Conrad, while he was Secre- 
tary of War, upon the fortifications of the coun- 
try. It was his duty to prepare a report upon 
the military defenses of the country, and in it he 
speaks of the mouth of the Kennebeck river as 
an important point, and estimates the cost of 
building or repairing at $300,000. I do not see 
that there is any statement of any appropriation 
ever having been made. I have not had time to 
examine the statement ver carefully, but this is 
all the evidence I can find in relation to it. I 
have no recollection of any appropriation ever 
being made, and I raise the question of order, 
that the amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot rule 
the amendment out of order, as it appears that 
there is a fortification there which it is proposed 
to improve, upon the ground of the length of 
time that has intervened since any appropriation 


has been made. The point of order rests upon the | 


length of time that has elapsed since an appro- 
priation was made. The Chair cannot discrimi- 
nate between one, two, or four years, and there- 
fore overrules the question of order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that there is no evidence that 
an appropriation was ever made for that point. 


|} fore acted in concert. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair presumes that 
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an appropriation has been made if a fort is there. | 


Mr. BENSON. 
only effect of the authority quoted by the gentle- 
man from Missouri,{Mr. Puetrs,] is to show 


that Mr. Conrad recognized the importance of | 
| 


keeping the fortification in repair at this point. 
Mr. LETCHER. I do not know that that 

exactly follows. | 

any recommendation for this appropriation. No 


recommendation has been sent to the Committee 


of Ways and Means, and I never heard of 


any recommendation of any Executive Depart- || | yi 
‘ | aid my friend from Maine to get the greatest op, 


ment for this work, until the gentleman referred 
us to-day to one which he says was sent to the 
Senate during the present session of Congress. 

Mr. PHELPS. In the report of Secretary 
Conrad, to which | have referred, the various 
works are arranged in different classes. I find 
this Kennebeck improvement in class D, under 
the first head, for they are arranged in geograph- 
ical order. Amongst those which are to be com- 
menced first is that at Kennebeck, Maine; and 
here is a description of the work: 
s river (one of the largest in the 
eastern enters the sea nearly midway between 
Cape Cod and the mouth of the St. Croix. I[t rises near the 
ot the Chaudiere, which is a tributary of the St. 
Lawrence, and has on 
Quebec. The 
ot its products, and the active commerce of several very 
flourishing towns upon its banks, together with the excel- 
lence of the harbor within its mouth, will not permit its 
deiense to be neglected. The surveys, begun many years 
avo, were never finished.” 

There never has been money expended on that 
fortification by the action of this Government. 
The executive Department of the Government 


‘ Kenneheck River.—Thi 


States) 


source 


uation a 


which has in charge the military defenses, reports || 
The cost of the || 


that this 1s an Important point. 


work is estimated at $300,000. It reports that no 


money has ever been appropriated for that purpose, | 


and that the surveys commenced with a view to 


the construction of the work, have never been | 


completed. 


Mr. MATTESON. Does the gentleman take 


an appeal from the decision of the Chair? 
1 do not; although I think it || 


Mr. PHELPS. 


is wrong. 


Mr. LETCHER, by unanimous consent, with- || 


drew his amendment. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 
named inthe amendment $10,000. 
l would inquire of my colleague, who is ever 


coast in our own State? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Nota dollar. 
wantany. ‘The strong arms of our people are 
our defense and fortification. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. For twenty years I have 
reiterated that sentiment in this Hall. I thank 
God that we have no fortifications there. 
are patriotic we never will have any. We can 
trust to the good right arms of our people. 

Mr. Chairman, this whole systgm is nothing 


but a grab game. It is a squandering of the pub- || 


lic money to appropriate it for the erection of 
fortifications which are of no more use than the 
ancient castles of the Rhine. Five years ago we 
voted down the fortification bill; and if the gen- 


tlemen on the other side are as patriotic now as | 


their predecessors were then, we will vote down 
this bill. With the facts which we have before 
us, it is an insult to the American people to ap- 
propriate money for such works. In 1814, when 
the British fleet came up the Potomac, Fort 
Washington was bristling with guns and bay- 


onets. ‘The enemy landed below the fort, marched | 


around it and made their way here to destroy our 
Capitol and other public buildings. 


to be shot at. This isa perfect illustration of the 
absurdity of the entire system. Gentlemen who 
were here will recollect that five years ago we 
defeated the entire fortification bill. We ought 
to defeat this one. 

My object, Mr. Chairman, is to call the atten- 
tion of those who wish to act like statesmen to 
this system and its utter uselessness. I rejoice 
that, on the occasion to which I have referred, 
extremes did meet. Southern men and Aboli- 
tionists acted together. Yes, sir, the high-toned 
southern men and the Abolitionists can meet here. 

| [Laughter.} On such questions we have hereto- 
I'wo years hence gentle- 


have not been able to find | 


»served asa line of operation against |} 
id extent of this river, the value | 


I move to increase the sum | 


We do not | 


I merely desire to say that the | 








They were || 
so ungenerous that they would not go to the fort 








| for the construction of fortifications. 


| L hope they will not; but I am afraid they y 





| der. 


| ciate my motive. 
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men will remember what I say. They wij) 
see, if this money is appropriated, that i; ;." 
useless squandering of the public funds, 7 
appropriations are passed when we cannot o. 
dollar to aid our commerce; while members y 
not vote for any appropriation to construe: "ty 
bors of refuge on the western lakes, for Want 
which ships and men in great numbers eo +, 
bottom, they vote annually these appropriation, 

Th y} 5 
so acted, and they will act in the same way ; 


aga 


Naw, if this money is to be squandered | 


he can. [Laughter.] I am as great a frie), 


Maine as any other man. If anything js ty 


| done in the way of fortifications, I am as wi 


Maine shall have them as any other State, p 
we will vote for none of them if we act like stains. 
men, knowing they are legislating for after tiy, 
We have means of defense far surer and mo, 
efficient than fortifications. Our railroads ar 
those means, In case of an expected attack , 
New York city, we could, by means of the raj. 
roads, soon concentrate a million of brave fel: 
ing men there, with all the munitions of yw» 
The enemy would be defeated before landing, 
am opposed to the entire system. I think j1 
waste of the public money to build fortificatio 


i and I shall vote against them. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I amopposed to the amen) 


ment. Lagree, to a certain extent, to what my 


| league has said, and the Committee of Ways 


Means has endeavored to circumscribe, as fir 


is 


Pa al the estimates for these appropriati» 


will consume no further time on the subject, 
ask for the vote, so that we may dispose of 
bill this evening. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, by unanimous consent, wi: 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 


crease the appropriation $5,000. 


I move to 
I wish to 


|.that I cannot bring myself to agree with the g 
| tleman from Alabama, who has introduced 


doctrine here that we must follow the Comm 
of Ways and Means, and that that com: 
must alone legislate for the country. I do. 
regard that committee; [ think that we hay 
ought to have, something to do with the legis 
tion of the country. We are not merely t 


| gister the proceedings and confirm the doing 
} | the Committee of Ways and Means. 
watchful over the interests of Ohio, how much is || 
appropriated for the two hundred miles of foreign | 


Wi 

a right, under the rules, to offer.amendment: 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise to a question of 

I know my friend from Maine will a; 

I wish to get the bill thro 


to-night. If we go into this general debate, 


| difficult to tell when we shall get it through. My; 
| pointis that the gentleman’s remarks are not } 

| tinent to his amendment. 

If we | 


Mr. WASHBURN. [submit that my rema: 


| were in reply to the argument that* there should 
| be no more 


The CHAIRMAN. No point of order ! 
heretofore been submitted to the Chair. Th 
Chair rules that gentlemen must confine tl 
selves strictly in support of, or in reply to, | 
amendment which is under consideration. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I am in favor of | 
amendment, because I am in favor of the protec 
tion of the country. I am in favor of the amenc- 
ment offered by my friend and colleague, a! 1 
also of this additional amount proposed by my- 
self, for 1 think it is necessary. ; 

The gentleman has shown the importance 0! 
the amendment which he has offered; he }as 
shown that the Senate has concurred in a sim 
amendment; that the subject has been before 
Secretary of War, and that he has made a reco! 
mendation in its favor; he has shown facts su!- 
cient to satisfy this House that if there is a sinz'e 
appropriation in the bill which is just and prope 
the amendment which he has offered is just and 
proper. I desire to say that it is for the protec 
tion of the country, and of its commerce; that It 
is for the welfare of every portion of the Union; 
that these protections upon the sea-coast o" 
necessary—as necessary, as Important, as ve 1U- 
able to the great interior State of Ohio, as try 
are to the States in which they happen to 
made. 

I desire also to say to the gentleman from 0}'0, 
{Mr. Grppines,] that I did not expect that he 
would join in the charge against eastern nen, that 





it 
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.» are in favor of appropriations for their own | 


: ‘os, but never for the West. Let him look to the 
ord and see if that be true. Lethim see whether, 
194 sint of fact, it is true, or not, that during the 
— " session of Congress, or during former 
Po whenever appropriation bills for inter- |! 
*  onrovements were before the House, he has | 
“te astern men actuated by those narrow and 
Naa | views which the gentlemsn has referred | 


dat >_- whether he has found them asking 
se appropriations were for the East? The 


rt did not need such appropriations; they did | 


tire them; but the country did need them, 


}\ 


East is a partof the country. They have | 

vs voted for appropriations for the advantage | 
-ommerce of Ohio, and of the great West | 
And now, are we to be answered by | 
‘aunt of the gentleman from Ohio, when we | 


4 Sout. 


ere and ask an appropriation for the pro- 
yn of the commerce of the country, because 


stern States? 
Mr. HOUSTON. 1 have always, or nearly 
ways, found in this House of Representatives 
(men who are a sort of croakers, endeavor- 
to oetup an excitement in one direction; while 
y m prope rly put their hands into the public 
Tyoasury in another direction. Now, sir, there 
‘s no otier member in this House who heard me 
gat t this Llouse ought to be controlled by the 
’ of Ways and Means, except the gen- 
nan from Maine, and I do not say that he 
eard me say So, because I never said any such 





\ir. WASHBURN. I did not say that the 
man did ——[‘* Order!” ** Order!’’} 

Nhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls to order. 
The Chair rules the discussion out of order, and 
must force the rule. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I should have been very 
| if the Chair had called the gentleman to 
ler when he 
the CHAIRMAN. The Chair called the gen- 
tleman to order as soon as his attention was 
called to the matter. 
Mr. HOUSTON. But the Chair allowed the 
tieman to go on to an extent which 1 re- 
gretted, until he had misrepresented my views; 
and it was in reference to that that 1 wanted to 
set myself right. 





Now, sir, in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, 


I believe that a prudent system of fortifications 
ought to be carried on by this Government. I 
lmit the truth of his historical statement, that 
some five or six years ago the fortification bill 
was defeated by a vote of this House. Here are 
a couple of gentlemen near me who say they 
voted against it; there is another who says so— 
th y Seen U 
l 


cities, such as New York, Boston, Philadelphia, 
New Orleans, Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, 
and ail such important points which are liable to 
be attacked, in case of war, and held under con- 
tributiag or even turned against us in times of 
dificulty and trouble. 1 think we ought to com- 
| our fortifications for our protection—for the 
protection of Baltimore, Nortolk, and all those 
places Which are liable to be attacked in case of 
foreign war. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
tion of order. 
enforced, 


I rise to a ques- 
1 must insist on having the rule 
The gentleman is discussing the mer- 
ils of the system generally, and not the particular 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the 
point of order is well taken. 


ment they are speaking to. 
_Mr. HOUSTON. What is the amendment? 
(Laughter. 

lhe CHAIRMAN. It is to increase the ap- 
propriation $5,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam opposed to the increase 
of that appropriation, and 1 am opposed to the 
original appropriation. It ought not to be in- 
creased, because the point at which it is proposed 
to apply it, as I understand, is one at which we 


have no fortification now; and I understand the | 


authorities read by the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Puees] to be that there is now no fortifi- 
cation there; and instead of its being true that 
there ever were fortifications there, the prepara- 


tory survey has not yet been completed. am | 


THE 





articular defense happens to be in one of the 


) be getting pretty thick about here— | 
ul My opinion is, that we ought to fortufy our || 


Gentlemen must | 
confine their remarks to the particular amend- | 


opposed to any appropriation by which the sys- 
tem will be broken down. , . 

Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Benson’s 
amendment. ' 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, called for 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wasu- 
BURNE, Of Illinois, and Waker were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 66, noes 47—no quorum voting. 

There being less than a quorum of members 
present, the roll was called, and the following 
members failed to answer to their names: , 


Messrs. Allison, Barclay, Henry Bennett, Billinghurst, | 


Bingham, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Burlingame, Burnett, Jolin 
P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Childs, Bayard 
Clarke, Clingman, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, 
Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Denver, De 


Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edie, Edmundson, | 
Edwards, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Evans, Faulkner, 


Flagler, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. 


Fuller, Galloway, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus | 


Hail, Robert B. Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Her 





: | 
bert, Hickuwin, Hoffman, Howard, Hughston, Jewett, J. 


Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Knight, Lindley, 
Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Me 
Mullin, McQueen, Meacham, Kulian Miller, Millward, 
Murray, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Packer, Paine 
Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Porter, 
Reade, Ready. Richardson, Ritehie, Rivers, Roberts, Robi 
son, Rust, Sandidge, Scott, Seward, Shorter, Simmons 
William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Swope, 


Wood, and Zollicoffer. 

The committee then rose ; 
having resumed the Chair, Mr. Coss reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had under consideration the Union 
generally, and particularly the fortification bill, 
and finding itself without a quorum, had caused 
the roll to be 
report to the Chair the names of the absentees. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
yresent? 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and twelve 
members answered to their names. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I move that the Heuse do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the House will not 


adjourn until they dispose of this bill. 


How many members were 


hh . | 
he motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 


four o’clock and twenty-five minutes, p. m.) the 
House adjourned till to-morrow, at eleven o’clock, 
a.m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, July 31, 1856. 


Prayer by the Rev. Daniex Watpo, Chaplain 
of the House of Representatives. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol- | 


lowing enrolled bill and resolution, which had | 


previously received the signature of the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives: 


A resolution authorizing the Secretary of the | 
Treasury to modify the plan of the custom-house | 


at Ellsworth, Maine; and 


An act making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for | 


the year ending the 30th June, 1857. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following House bills were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated 
below: 

A bill (H. R. No. 154) to provide for the set- 
tlement of the claims of the officers of the revolu- 
tionary army, and of the widows and. orphan 
children of those who died in the service—to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

A bill (H. R. No. 75) to reorganize the Ter- 


| ritory of Kansas, and for other purposes—to the | 


Committee on Territories. 
DAVID GORDON. 


Mr. BROWN. 
a bill was received from the House of Represent- 
atives for the benefit of a constituent of mine, 
and laid on the table. I ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to have it taken up, with a view to have 
it disposed of. I[t is the bill (H.R. No. 337) 


directing a settlement of the account of David 
Gordon. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Powell, Purvear, | 


Talbott | 
Tratton, Trippe, Vail, Valk, Wile, Walbridge, Warner, | 
Watson, Wells, Wheeler, Whitey, Williams, Winslow, | 


and the Speaker | 


called, and had directed him to 


| 
In my absence the other day, 





1945 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill, which proposes to authorize and 
require the First Auditor of the Treasury to ad- 
just and settle the account of David Gordon as 
eXamining agent of the land offices in Louisiana 
and Mississippi, and that he be allowed the per 
diem specified in his letter of instructions, from 
the Sth day of December, 1852, the day upon 
which he commenced the service at Greensburg, 
Louisiana, to the 11th day of June following, 
when he terminated the service at Juckson, Mis- 
Sissippi, inclusive, and that he be allowed mileage 
from this city to the offices visited and back, 
agreeably to a schedule of distances furnished by 
the General Post Office Department; but the rate 
of mileage is not to aida that specified in his 
letter of instructions; and, also, the sum paid by 
the Secretary of the Treasury on account of the 
second service is to be deducted in the final set- 
tlement. 

Mr. BROWN. I have the report in my hands, 
but I shall not ask to have it read. The only 
point in the case is this: the accounting officers 
of the Treasury insisted on the agent proving 
that he had served each particular day while he 
was engaged in this business; and he not being 
able to produce that precise kind of proof they 
suspended his accounts. The bill a requires 
that he shall be paid in accordance with the letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, who com- 
manded the discharge of the duty. 

Mr. STUART. I wish the Senator to state 
what the number of days is? 

Mr. BROWN. The bill specifies. 

Mr. STUART. It must be known to every- 
body that there is a great deal of constructive 
charge in business of this sort. Gentlemen are 
sent out, at their own request frequently, to ex- 
amine land offices. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will read an extract from the report. 

Mr. STUART. Yes; I want to hear the facts. 

Mr. BROWN. The report says: ‘* There is 
no doubt as to the performance of the service. 
The present Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Guthrie, concedes the fact; but the allowance 
of his demand is resisted by the accounting offi- 
cers, on the ground that the proof is not clear 
that all the time—every day from the beginning 
of the service to its final termination—was em- 

‘loyed or devoted to the service in question. 

r'his construction, it appears to the committee, 
is rather technical than substantial.’’ 
The service continued from April till June; 
his account for the service beginning at Colum- 
bus, Mississippi, in April, unul the suspension, 
at Jackson, in June.’? He has been paid fora 
good part of it, and I suppose the amount is only 
a few hundred dollars. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of Frémont county, Iowa, praying that 
the purchasers of lands reserved for the use of old 
Fort Kearney, in that State, may be confirmed in 
their titles to those lands; which was laid on the 
table, as there is a bill pending which embraces 
the case. 

Mr. FOOT presented the petition of Ann E. T. 
Partridge, widow of Captain Alden Partridge, 
formerly superintendent of the Military Academy 
at West Point, praying to be allowed a oe 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH 


«ce 


resented the petition of V.G 


| Audubon, praying that the Secretary of State 


may be authorized to purchase, for the purpose 
of transmission to such foreign Governments as 
have presented valuable works to the United 
States, a certain number of copies of Audubon’s 
works on the Quadrupeds and Birds of North 
America; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of owners and 
officers of steamboats navigating the western 
waters, and of merchants and business men of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for an appropriation 
for the improvement of navigation at the falls of 
the Ohio river; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Road and Canals. 
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Mr. CRITTENDEN. On a former day I 
presents d a joint resolution for the consider ‘tion 
of the Senate in regard to a disputed pv ot 
territory, being an island commonly called Wolf 
Island, in the Mississippi river, Opposite the 
southern part of Kentucky. I have now in my 
hand resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of Kentucky on the same subject, which I ask 
to have filed and referred to the same committee. 
In addition thereto I have some documents in 
relation to the title and history of that island, 
and a copy and other papers in reference to it; 


which I move to commit to the same committee, 


the Committee on Territories. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Theresa Dardenne, on the | 


files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MALLORY asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 
418) to grant certain public Jand in the Palatka 
military reservation to the president and directors 
of the Palatka and Micanopy Plank Road Com- 
pany, chartered by the General A ssembly ot the 
State of Florida, for the construction of a plank 
road from Palatkato Micanopy, in the said State; 
which was read the first and second times by 
unanimous consent, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 
RESOLUTION ADOPTED. 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, Thatthe Seeretary of War report whether, in 
his opinion, the public interest requires au improvement of 
the roads connecting West Point,in the State of New York, 
with the interior of the country lving westward thereof; 
and, if so, what is the most practicable and expedient mode 
of making such communication, and the expense thereof. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition 


of the administrator of Jacque or James Gi- | 


rardin, submitted an adverse report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 298) to provide for 
the sale of military reservations, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the Committee on Public Lands be dis 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Charles A. Price, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


CALIFORNIA WAR DEBT. 


Mr. JOHNSON. 
Committee on Military Affairs, as it is a matter 
of considerable importance, I move to take up 
the bill to settle the California war debt. There 
is now no difficulty in relation to the passage of 
that bill. ‘ 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 


sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- | 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 397) explanatory | 
of so much of an act passed August 5, 1854, 


making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending 30th June, 1855, as 


refers to the payment of expenses incurred by | 
the State of California for the suppression of | 


Indian hostilities in said State. 
Mr. HUNTER. 
ment, to which I understand the friends of the 
bill do not object. 
proviso: 


And provided further, That no payment shall be made | 
except upon such of the aforesaid bonds as are certified and | 
directed to be paid by the said commissioners of the State 


of California, by an order in writing upon the Secretary of 


War, 
If they make the order, | think this Govern- 


ment would be acquitted by paying the money | 


to the commissioner’s order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ihave no objection to the 
acceptance of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, | 
and the amendment made as in Committee of the 


Whole was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a | 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


By the instruction of the | 


I desire to insert an amend- 


It is to introduce this further | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


CREEK SPOLIATIONS. } 
FITZPATRICK. I give notice that I || 
»w myself on the indulgence of the Sen- | 
-norrow morning, to take up for consider- | 
bill (S. No. 81) which was introduced at | 
period of the session, but was not re- 
on until a few weeks ago. 1 have not 
of the Senate, I think, 
during the session, before; nor do I now propose | 
to consume much time, for I do not think the bill 
will occupy much of the morning hour. The 
bill to which I refer is a bill for the payment of 
Indian depredations committed on the citizens of || 
Alabama and Georgia. 


COURTS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. BUTLER. I holdin my hand a bill which 


is necessary to be passed at once. It has received | 
the approbation of the Judiciary Committee, and \| 
is simply to change the time and place of holding | 
the district court in South Carolina, from Laurens | 
to Greenville. 
sy unanimous consent, leave was granted to 
introduce the bill (S. No. 419) to alter the time 
for holding the district court in South Carolina, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice, | 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to repeal so much of the act of | 
Congress, pass d May 95, 1824, as provides for 
holding the United States district court at Lau- 
rens court-house, on the Tuesday next after the 
adjournment of the circuit court at Columbia, 
and to have it held hereafter at Greenville court- | 
house, on the first Monday of August. The | 
grand and petit jurors are to be drawn from the | 
inhabitants of Greenville district, South Carolina, | 
who are or may be liable by the laws of that || 
State to do jury duty in its courts of law. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. STUART. There is a necessity for a | 
short executive session ; and as we find, from the | 
experience which we have had, that we are unable 
to get it in the after part of the day, I hope the 
Senate will now proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, if but for a few moments. I | 
make the motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- | 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein the doors were | 
reopened. 


i nauigence 


DES MOINES RAPIDS. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Iowa, the Sen- | 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the | 


consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 12) for con- |} 


tinuing the improvement of the Des Moines rap- | 
ids, in the Mississippi river. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and read 
the third time. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


to offer an amendment to this bill. 


It can be done by unanimous consent, or amotion | 
to reconsider. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I hope the Senator will 
not ask to have the bill reconsidered or amended. | 
We have a Senate bill for the improvement of 
these rapids, reported from the Committee on | 
Commerce, which is of a somewhat different 
character, because it proposes to make appropria- 
tions for both the Rock river as well as the Des 
Moines river rapids. When that bill comes up, | 
[presume my friend’s amendment will be as much 
in order as now. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. This bill has passed the 

now put upon it. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. That is the only ob- | 
jection I have; it has passed the House, and an 
amendment may kill it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hold in my hand a 
resolution of the Legislature of Kentucky, direct- | 
ing me to use whatever influence I[ can exert to | 
procure an appropriation of $100,000 for the im- | 
provement of the rapids of the Cumberland river, || 
which improvements are very necessary. | 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. Would you attach | 
that to this bill ? {| 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Certainly. 


| those bills will be up to-day. This bill hay, 


| if other bills are coming up to which my an 


|, In my hand, was received. 


| hundred and nineteen pages. 
House, and will be defeated if an amendment is || 


One is to li 


Br July 31, 


improve the rapids of the Des Moines, ang 
other is to improve the rapids of the 
land. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. My friend from Kent... 
will yield to a suggestion from me? There ap.” 
number of other ae bills here wh 
have not yet passed the Senate, to any oo. r 
which this amendment will be germane, a 


t} 
the 


Cumber. 


i 


passed the House, the effect of the amendmen 


| may be to defeat it. As it has passed the Hoyg, 
| we wish not to send it back. ’ 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I will not obstruc: j; 
nd. 

ment can be moved. 
Mr. BENJAMIN, and Mr. JONES, of lowa 
There are others. ‘2 


The bill was passed. 
RICHARD W. THOMPSON. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to ask the Senate ;, 


| indulge me by taking up a report made op the 


19th of May last by the Committee on India, 
Affairs. It is a very short report, and my objep 
in asking to take it up is that the Senate may 
concur init. The report is that * the Commi. 
tee on Indian Affairs consider that no further 


| legislation on this subject is necessary or expe. 


dient, and ask to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof.’’ 

Mr. STUART. I cannot consent to taking yy 
that report at this time. It will necessarily Jead 
to a very lengthy debate; and there are some facts 


hicts 


I will state to the Senator from Indiana and to¢) 


| Senate, which I desire to have presented to th 


Senate before that case is acted upon. Ther 

certain statements, and very material statements, 
which are made by Mr. ‘Thompson in respect t 
the action of the President, that I am credibly 
informed are not correct; and I understand tha: 


_ the opinion of the President on the case is, and 


has been throughout, precisely the opposit 

what is stated in the correspondence of M: 
Thompson. I want that information presented 
to the Senate in such a form that we can al! se 
itand act upon it. That such is the interpreta- 
tion of the condition of things by the Secretary 

the Treasury I know myself, personally. 

Departinent considers the action of the Indians 
as conclusive against the claim. I understand 
such to be the opinion of the President; but it i 
represented by the claimant to be the reverse. | 
think other Senators are in possession of th 


| same facts in connection with this matter. 


Mr. DODGE. 


It will be remembered by t! 


|| Senate, that a resolution of inquiry was intro- 


duced by me on the 18th of April, calling on the 
President for certain information in relation to th 
claim of Richard W. Thompson. In response to 
that call,a very extended document, which | hold 
On its receipt it was 


| referred to the Committee on Indian aflairs, | 


not by any motion of mine, though I made 


| call. The resolution which I submitted w: 
If not too late, I desire || 


resolution of inquiry to ascertain the st of tly 


|| claim of Mr. Thompson. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WELLER.) || 


Mr. Thompson was there permitted to mak 
his response, which is here embraced within this 
document of three hundred and nineteen pages. 
When the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss| 
asked that the committee should be discharged 


'| from the further consideration of the subject, ! 


moved that the papers be printed—namely, the 


|| report which came from the President and from 


the Departments... The Senator from Georgia 
moved to amend my motion by adding that the 
defense of Mr. Thompson should also be printe¢. 


| IT said I could have no objection to that, and &) 


were printed together, making a document of thre 
As soon as it was 
wrinted I forwarded it to the Commissioner 0! 
iesbinas Affairs, and he has sent to me a reply 
the statements of Mr. Thompson, which 1s con 


‘tained in the manuscript document in my hand; 
| which I ask may now be printed for the consid- 
| eration of the Senate. yee 
did not ask for the printing of it immediately 


It is dated June 21. 


after its receipt, because I was unapprised of what 
action would take place on the su oe It has 
been shown, however, to some gentlemen, to the 
President of the Senate, [Mr. Bricnr,] at his 
request, and to the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Srvart,] and to the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. 
Puaeu.] 
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" While the subject is one of great interest to othe | tended by my motion was, to ask the Senate to 


claimant, 


» Indians, who live in the State which I in part 
: resent. Theclaim: againstthem is over $40,000. 
Th hope the subject will be examined fully. I 
os ied on the President this morning; and as he 
sok some interest in the matter, he ‘desired me 
a say to the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Agairs that he would be pleased to see him on 
- subject of the report which I submitted to 
him. Some things in it the President did not 
il derstand, and hes said he would be please od to 
confer with the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. I spoke to the chairman, and 
he agreed to call on the President in relation to 
ot have look d into this question as the repre- 
eoytative of the Indians, because, although not 
» constituents strictly, they live in the State 
z I in part re pre sent, and I was their super- 


y 1 know them to bea 
al The Senator from Michigan, 
Mr. Cass,] was their superintendent for thir- 
: en years. He knows the character 
of these Indians. ‘They have boasted to me that 
their hands were never stained with the blood of 


the white man. 
Mr. CASS. 


l 
len nt for eight years. 


in ople. 


teen or - fourt 


They told me the same thing. 


it is of equal intere ‘st to the Menomo- || 


concur in the reportof the Committee on Indi un 
Affairs, who have examined the 
oughly. 

I know there has been a great deal of personal 
feeling drawn into this matter. lam aware that 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has made 


subje ct thor- 


| statement after state = nt, which have been pre- 


| made by the ete of 


I affirm, has a character which will compare, 


Mr. DODGE. They told the Senator from | 
Michigan the same thing. When we were in 
trouble in 1832, the Menomonee Indians were 


called upon by the United States, and came to our 
e to ight the Sacs and Foxes. Having 


——s 

been their superintendent for eight years, and 
being told by their present superinte ndent that 
they y obj cted to this claim in eve ry shape and 
for n rt deemed it my duty to represent their in- 


as far as 


ti here I could do so, and secure 
just ice tothem. Their original annuity was but 
620,000. The claim is over $40,000; and it will 


take two years of their annuities to pay it- 

[have nothing to say about Mr. Thompson’ 8 
claim. From an examination of the papers, the 
facts seemed to be very much mixed up; the sub- 
ject ought to be investigated. All [ask of the 
Senate now is, that it may be fairly presented 
before them, and that Mr. Manypenny’s answer 
to the statement of Mr. Thompson, which I 
hold in my hand, may be printed, and the whole 
submitted to the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I suppose the motion to print 
is not properly in order now, the question being 
first on ti king up the report. It is so near the 
the morning hour that I shall not 
embarrass the Senate by pressing this motion. I 
desire to state, however, that to-morrow, during 
the morning hour, I shall ask the Senate to take 
up and consider this question; but in order that 
the minds of Senators may be somewhat directed 
to it | will briefly state, now, what I understand 
to be the facts of the case. 

Mr. Thompson had a claim against the Me- 
nomonee Indians, which amounted to something 
_ ninety thousand dollars. On presenting the 

laim here, and referring it to the proper commit- 
tee, they decided to allow him forty-two or forty- 
three thousand dollars. The ap propriation for 
that amount was made at the last session by the 
Senate. Whenthe bill went to the House of 
Representatives the House added to the provision 
of the Senate a proviso in these words, I think: 
** Prov ided The assent of the Indians shall be first 
obtained.’? That assent has been obtained in the 
most solemn form. It is here printed, signed 
by every chief connected with the tribe. 3y some 
mishap in the House the proviso to the bill of 
the Senate was not enrolled in the bill. When 


expiration of 


Mr. Thompson called for his money, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury refused to pay it, on the | 


ground that the records proved that the proviso 
had passed, though it had not been incorporate od 
into the bill. ifl am mistaken, the Senator from 
Ge corgia can correct me. 

Mr. TOOMBS. You are right. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Thompson did obtain the 
assent of the Indians; but payment was again 
refused. Thus the matter stood when the Sen- 
ate met at this session. The subject was again 
presented, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. That committee, at an early day, 
made a report, which I have read, stating that 
they considered no further legislation on the sub- 
ject necessary or expedient, and asking to be 
dise harged from its consideration. What I in- 


| as 1 shall certainly do if he 


sented he re, and repl ted to by Mr. Thompson. 
I have before me his re ply—a very full one—to 
the communication of the Commissioner of In 
dian Affairs now in the h: and of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. Donge,] and if that be 
lask that this be printed with it. I ec 
ita personal controversy between these parties, 
and one with which the Senat: bee nothing 
The simple point in the case is, whether R 
W. Thompson is entitled to his money? 
be dispose d to characteriz 


| rinte d 
nsider 


to do. 
( hard 
Lshould 
e the effort that has been 
j Indian Affairs as 
I feel it ought to be characterized, but it would 
not be proper todo so here. I will say, mata 
ever, that the effort he has made is unps iralleled 
in the history of any administrative officer ever 
connected with this Government. It is an effort 
to blacken the reputation of Mr. Thompson, who, 
pro- 
fessionally, and as a private citizen, with any 
man in or out of Congress. 

Mr. CLAYTON. So he has. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The effort that has been made, 
I say, is unparalleled in the history of this Gov- 
ernment. I shall not press this matter now; but 
I shall ask the Senate io take it up in the morning, 
giving notice to the friends of Mr. Manypenny 
the at we are prepared to hear his assaults on Mr. 
Thompson, and to meet them. 

Mr. STUART. Iam aware that a great deal 
of personal feeling has been thrown into this case; 
but | think I entertain none of it myself. 1 only 
wish to say that I believe I shall, in connection 
with others, be able to show that this case has 
been submitted to the Indians in accordance with 
the law, as it should have been published, and as 
it actually passed; that the submission was a full 
one; that the agent appointed on the part of th 
Government wasamanto whom Mr. 
made no objection, but, on the contrary, agreed 
was a proper man; that he made a full statement 
to the Indians; and that they unanimously re- 
jected the claim. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator will allow me to 
interrupt him. As 1 do not wish to trespass on 
the time of the Senate by replying to the Senator, 


‘Thompson 


as he has 
commenced, I withdraw my motion to take up 
the report, with a view to have it considered in 
the morning hour to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Wetter.) 
That can only be done by the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, he having the floor 

Mr. STU: ART. Iam not going to argue the 


case, but only to say, in order that there may be 


foes on 


no prejudice in the mind of the Senate, that I shall 


be prepare -d to show from the documents in the 
case that the facts are as I state; and | think other 
Senators will be prepared to show that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the 
Interior and the President of the United States 
all concur in the opinion that the law of Congress 
has been executed, and that Mr. Thompson’s 
claim has been rejected unanimously by the In- 
dians themselves. 

Mr. BROWN. Ihave been for four years on 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, where we have 
repeatedly investigated this case. My friend 
from Michigan and myself are pal Ipably at issue 
in reference to the facts; I happening to be a mem- 
ber of the committee who investigated them, and 
knowing what they are,and he gathering his 
either from cursory e — or hearsay. I 


| undertake to say that no such evidence will appear 
| as that to which the Senator alludes. 


| hour having expired, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning 
the special order, being the 
unfinished business of yesterday, will be pro- 


| ceeded with. 


HARBOR OF NEWARK. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 10) 
to continue the improvements in the 
Newark, New Jersey. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


harbor of 


| tor from 
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amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading. 


Mr. CLAY. Is the bill subject to amendment 
now? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


has been taken on the engrossment, but the Sen- 


ate can reconsider thai vote. 

Mr. CLAY. I had prepared an amendment to 
the bill. 

Mr.STUART. The bill is not open to amend- 
ment, the third reading having been ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. Well, sir, 1 suppose it makes no 
difference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
receive the amendment, as the bill has not been 
read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY. I had prepared an amendment 


similar to that adopt d in ot to this ef- 
fect: ** Pre vided, Th ut this sum bi f yund sufficient 
to complete this improvement, but otherwise no 
yart of the said sum shall be drawn from the 
rreasury.’’ That was the amendment I| intended 
to offer. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will barely say that the 
amendment to which the honorable Senator refers, 
was an amendment proposed to certain bills con- 
cerning improvements in the State of 
Michigan, which appropriated definite sums of 
money to complete the harbors in que stion. This 
bill is a mere appropriation of money to continue 
the harbor, not to complete it. ‘Therefore 
reasons for which we assented to the application 
of the amendment in the fails in this. 
No one pretends that this appropriation will com- 
plete the work. 

The PRESIDING OFFI 
Alabama move his amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. Yes, sir, I shall offer 

Mr. WRIGHT. The estimate for te 
ment of this harbor, founded on actual survey, is 
$40,000. Ten thousand dollars have already been 
expr nded, and $25,000 are propo sed to be appro- 
priated by the present bill to continue the work. 


ler cases, 


harbor 


the 


other case 


ER. Doe 8s the Si na- 


improve- 


This, with the former appropriation, will lack 
| $9,000 of the necessary amount for the comple- 
tion of the work. If the appropriation were in- 


| creased $5,000, the 


: formation, as 


amendment would be 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The 
ment of the Senator from Alabama is— 


Provided, That the sum hereby appropriated be deemed 
sufficient to complete the said unprovement. 


prope i. 


amend- 


The amendment was rejected. 
The bill was read the third time and passed 


HARBOR OF CONNEAUT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 15) to con- 
tinue the improvement of the harbor of Conneaut, 
Ohio, which proposes to appropriate $11,500. 

Mr. BIGGS. I| desire to inquire of the Senator 
from Ohio, who I suppose can give me the in 
this bill proposes to be a continua- 
tion of the work, how much has been estimated 
by the engineer bureau for the completion of the 
work? The th we have just passed was 
for continuing an improveme nt, and was within 
$5,000 of the amount of the estimate for its com- 
pletion. I like to know how much is 
estimated for the completion of this work? The 
bill does not pretend to be for its completion, but 


bill whi 


should 


| its continuation, 
Mr. WADE. We have now reached the Ohio 
bills for harbors on Lake Erie. ‘They are all old 


harbors, which have been in ex! 
years or more, and | wi 


stence for thirty 
ll say here that they ar 


| of the greatest importance to the navigation of the 


lake. Of that I suppose there can be no doubt 
All of them are important as harbors of refuge, 
and many of them of commercial importance, 


I do not know that the engineer who has in- 


| vestigated this subject has estimated what will 
| be the cost of completing these harbors; the bil 


| are only to keep them in repair. 


i do not know 
that it is contemplated to extend them any further 
than they are; but it is a long time since any 
appropri ations were made suthicient to put tiem 
in perfect repair. When that is done, they will 


probably want no further appropriation unul 
they are out of repair. that respect, they 
| are like everything else of human construction 


The y were not built ori sinaly on as permanent 
a plan as they ought to have been, perhaps; but 
the sums appropriated for all these harbors on 
Lake Erie are very moderate. They are small 


ye: 


' 
| 
| 
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appropriations. I hold in my hand the estimate 
ot the Department for this and all other appro- 
The bill is in exact accord- 


priations in Ohio, 
ance with the recomme ndations and estimates of 
the Department. | before me a synopsis 
of a vé ry elaborate report made to the House of 


have 


Representatives from the Committee on Com- 
merce of that body, but which, I believe, has not 
yet been printed, showing the commercial im- 
portance of these harbors, and also of the com- 
merce of the lakes. It is a very interesting doc- 
ument, and will astonish persons not acquainted 
with the business of those lakes. It is almost 


impossible for gentlemen not conversant with the 


lake commerce to realize 1ts creat importance and 
vast extent. 

Mr. BIGGS. The from will 
indulge me for directing his attention to the point 
on which I desired to be informed. I understand 


Se nator Ohio 


that this is an appropriation for continuing a har- | 


bor, and that there 
pletion. 
Mr. WADE. 


Mr. BIGGS. I want to know on what principle 


so. 


I suppose 


are no estimates ior 1ts com- | 


the committee act in appropriating $11,500 for | 
this particular harbor, and on what estimates | 


they relied in supposing that this sum would 
accomplish the purpose of improving the harbor? 

Mr. WADE. f will hand the to the 
Secretary to read the estimate, for he will read it 
much better than Lean, tis an estimate of the De- 
partment made this year; it is not so minute as the 


book 


estimate and report made last year, but it contains, | 


I think. all that the Senator from North Carolina 
wishes to know. I did not rise with any intention 
to make an arcument on this subject. 
subject, and I presume the majority of the Senate 
have made up their minds in regard to it. 
subject were new it would be exceedingly inter- 
esting, aud it would be 
gate it minutely; but as I ask for no new appro- 
priation and for no new work, | Suppose it is not 
necessary to go elaborate ly into the matter. I 
believe that from the reading of the document the 
Senator will see that the estimate is to complete 
the works. [ do not know but that they are com- 
plete in themselves. | 
ever intended to extend them further into the 
lake. Probably they will answer all the purposes 
required when they are put in permanent form; 
but as they are constructed of wood and not 
stone, in the course of years they become dam- 
aged. They are now so much out of repair that 
an uppropriation 1S hecessary to put them in rood 
condition. The object of these appropriations Is 
to repair them. Let the y read that 
portion of the report which | have marked. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Secretary 


Orrice OF GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC Works, 
CLEVELAND, Onto, September 30, 1855. 

COLONEL: 
topographical engineers a report upon the state of the 
harbors upon Lake Erie, within the district under my care, 
for the year ending September 30, 1855. 

The rumber of these harbors is nine; viz: Conneaut, 
Ashtabula, Grand river, Cleveland, Black river, Huron, 
Sandusky, and Monroe: extending from the eastern bound- 
ary of the State of Olno to the mouth of the river Raisin, in 
the State of Miclugan. 

The appropriations made for these works in 1852 having, 
for the most part, been exhausted during the year 1854, 


active operations have been confined, the present season, | 
to the completion of the west pier of the harbor of Cleve- 


Jand. 

My annual report, of last year, embraced so fully all the 
details respecting each of the works, that little remains this 
season except to recapitulate the substance of what was 
then said. Upon an inspection made for the purpose, it was 
found that the works remained very much in the condition 


they were in when that report was made, and I have seen | 


no reazon to miterially change either the estimates or the 

recommendations | bad then the honor to submit. 

_ Harbor of Co zuf.—Since my last report, the plank- 

ing and filling of the western pier has been completed, and 

the harbor, so far as the present piers extend, is in an ex- 

cellent state of repair, with neverless than nine, and gen- 

erally ten feet of water, affording a valuable harbor of refuge 

for the navigation of the lake. * ‘ * * 

HOWARD STANSBURY, 
Captain Corps Topographical Engineers, 

General Superintendent. 

Colonel J. J. Anert, 

Chief of Corps Topographical Engineers. 

Mr. WADE. I suppose that is all the Sena- 
tor wishes to know about the estimate ? 

Mr. BIGGS. 
cessary. 
of the Senate to the matter was, to see upon what 

rinciple these appropriations are being made, 
Ve act upon one principle in one bill, and a 


I have the honor to transmit to the bureau of 


{t is an old | 
If the | 


proper for us to Investi- } 


do not know that it is | 





L suppose that is all that is ne- | 
My purpose in drawing the attention | 


| tions reported for Lake Erie, in which the com- 


| tions where these improvements are to be made. | 


| money was to be appropriated, and the Commit- 


| according to the suggestions of individual mem- 


| the improvement in this harbor in 1853 and 1855. 


different principle in another bill. Some of these 

bills which have been passed by the Senate were 
on estimates made by the Department to three || 
times the amount appropriated ; others were less 
than the amount of the estimates; and others were | 
greater than the amount of the estimates. It seems 


of the« ngineer department are to be disregarded 
and repudiated in one set of improvements, why 


| to the estimates made by the engineer depart- 


to me that we have had no uniform rule at all in | 
making these appropriations. If the estimates 


not in another? We had anestimate of $160,000 
for one harbor; and we passed a bill appropria- 
ting $50,000 for completing that harbor. We had 1 
an estimate from the Department of $10,000, in || 
one case, as being all that was necessary, and the || 
committee reported a bill appropriating $20,000. | 
Mr. WADE. I prepared these bills for Ohio, | 
and had them referred to the committee. I had be- 
fore me, in every instance, the recommendation | 
of the Department, and drew the bills in accord- i| 
ance with it, and I believe the committee have || 
in no respect altered them. | think they are in | 
exact accordance with the recommendations and 
Indeed, I did not suppose I could | 
alter them if I would. They are the lights and 
ruides by which I profess to go in these matters. | 
| expect nothing more, and I hope we shall get | 
nothing less, than what the Department thinks | 
is right and proper. 
Mr. BIGGS. That was the very purpose || 
which I had in calling for this information. I 
wanted to show that the committee, so far as I 
could judge from the investigations made here in 
the Senate, and from the reports and estimates | 
which have been read, had not acted on any un:- | 
form principle in recommending these river and 
harbor appropriations. If they laid down any 
rule by which they would be governed—any rule 
by which they would square their action, we | 
might rely on their recommendations. Surely || 
we should have some certain and uniform rule. 
One gentleman who has charge of the appropri- | 
ations for harbor improvements in the State of 
Michigan, entertains the opinion, that in that | 
State the estimates made by the engineer depart- | 
ment may be repudiated, and a different system 
adopted from that which has been pursued by | 


estimates. 





the Government in making these improvements, || 
| 


so far as I understand; that is, to make them | 


under the direction of the engineer department. | 


He adopts, in the bills which he reports, the con- | 
tract system, and reduces the estimates of the | 
Department two thirds, in some instances. In 
another case, which we passed the day before | 
yesterday, the estimates of the Department were | 
only $10,000, and a bill was reported appropria- | 


ting $20,000 for completing that improvement || 


W hich 
$10,000. 


the Department estimated would cost | 
Now, we have a batch of appropria- 


mittee, as Ll understand, confine themselves strictly 


ment. 

My purpose in “calling attention to this point | 
was to show that the Committee on Commerce | 
have acted on no uniform principle in these | 
appropriations, but have adopted the opinion of | 
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seems that three years ago, it was supposed 5 
work could be done for $1,597 less than js , 
required, yetin both reports I find a refi 






July 





31, 


8) 


renea 


to the estimates oi the same agert, Mr. Pp . 


for authority. It appears that the demands o,,,. 


with succeeding years; for here, in each ¢ 
estimate is for the very same work. 


discrepancy between the estimates 
I can see why there might well be. 

harbor, one of the 
was nearly carriec 
years ago, perhaps shortly after the time who. 
the first report, to which the Senator refers, y.., 


ASE, the 


Mr. WADE. [I did not know there y 


48 any 
> but I think 
At Connea : 
co leading to the light-ho, 


away and destroyed, q ¢ 


’ 

‘ 

Sa 
Se 


Vv 


. ° 3 
made. As nothing has since been appropriay: 
to repair it, | have no doubt the Injury has beeo, ; 
more extensive, and of course it wil! be more 


expensive to repair it; and hence the estima: 
larger in the latter than in the former repoyt. 1 
i ° 4 


presume that is the reason why there is a disey; 


ancy. 
accurate at the period it was made, us was 
last, because by that time the injury became ny 
extensive. 





the individual members from the different loca- | 


The committee have adopted their opinion in | 
every instance, although the result has been an 
inconsistency, as it seems to me, in the rule of 
action by which the Senate is to be governed in | 
making the appropriations. This verifies, I re- 
spectfully submit, what has been said in the 
course of the debate on these improvements, that 
the Committee on Commerce have adopted the 
individual opinions of the gentlemen who intro- 
duced these bills, whether they were consistent | 
and uniform or otherwise; and that the public | 
tee on Commerce have recommended the bills 
bers having charge of these appropriations. 

Mr. CLAY. | want to call attention to a 
strange discrepancy in the recommendations for 


The Senator from Ohio read from the report of | 
1855, in which the recommendation is ‘ for ex- | 
tending of the piers at Conneaut harbor three | 
hundred feet, $11,524 81. The report of 1853 | 
for the same work, to extend the piers three hun- | 
dred feet, estimates $9,927 50. There isa differ- | 
ence of $1,597 31 between these two sums. 





It | 


[I have no doubt the first estimate Wag 


2 


re 


Mr. CLAY. But the Senate will observe t}; t 
this amount is asked for the single work of py. 
tending the piers three hundred feet. It is f; 
no other improvement. It does not repres) 
that the eStimate is for repairs, but for extend 
the piers three hundred feet. 


In one instance | 


| find, by the report of the same agent, he asks f 


$9,927, and now $11,524. I do not understand 
this discrepancy. It certainly is not explained 
in these reports. I move this amendment: 

Provided, The said sum be found sufficient to complete 
the said work, and otherwise no part of said sum shal) be 
drawn from the Treasury. 

If the sum is to grow every succeeding year a 
the rate of $1,500 per annum, it is very import 
ant to know it. 

Mr. WADE. The estimate does not purport 
to be for the completion of the work. It \ 


not made on any hypothesis that this amount 
would complete the work. Nor do I know that 
there will ever be atime when these harbors will 
be so far completed that they may be neglected, 


I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. CLAY. It is manifest thatthis appropria- 
tion is only asked for the single work of extend- 
ing the piers three hundred feet. That is what 
the estimates say, both in 1853 and 1855. T 
one estimate asks for over $9,000, and the ot 
for over $11,000. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY. I[call for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. 1 desire to say 
that I have paired off with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Mason,] whois prevented from being 
here by indisposition, 

The question being taken by — and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Benjamin, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of Towa, Pearce, Pratt, 
Pugh, Seward, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, 
Wace, Wilson, and Wright—28. 

NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Butler, Clay, Houston, 
Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Reid, Toombs, and Weller—}1 

So the bill was passed. 


HURON HARBOR. ; 

The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 16) to 
continue the improvement of the harbor of Huron, 
Ohio. The proposed appropriation for this pur- 
pose is $13,500. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and read the third ime. On the question, 
** Shall the bill pass ?’’ 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 24, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Benjamin, Cass, Clayton, Collamer; 
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geye' 
Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Pratt, Pugh, 5& 
bastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and 
Wright—24. ah 

NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Brown, Butler, (ly, 












elng 
ays, 


Ten- 
den, 
ever, 
‘ratt, 
bull, 


ston, 


35) 


out 
ird 


On, 


nd 


er, 
er, 
Se- 


ind 








peton, 
—12 
<5 the bill was passed. 
SENATE BILLS BECOME LAWS. 
, message from the President of the United 
cates, by Mr. WeEBSTER, his Secretary, an- 
-od that he approved and signed the follow- 
+e which bad originated in the Senate: 
“An a ‘for the relief of Elizabeth ¥. Lomax, 
. surviving child of Captain William Lindsay, 
‘ e Revolution; F 
sn act for the relief of the heirs of Samuel 


ra 


S 


* Zadock Thompson, of Vermont; 
“An act for the relief of Levi Robinson; 


\n act for the relief of the owners and shares- 


of the fishing schooners Wanderer, Mary, 
Olive Branch, Two Brothers, and Brothers; 
\n act to authorize the entry of certain lands 
‘the State of lowa by Mrs. Caroline Newing- 
r and 


men 


\ resolution in favor of John Y. Laub, a clerk | 


-» the office of the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury. 
ASHTABULA HARBOR. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 17) to con- 
tinue the improvement of the harbor at Ashtabula, 
Ohio, which proposes to appropriate $13,500. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
anendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
nz, and read the third time. 


\[r. CLAY called for the yeas and nays on its | 
sage; and they were ordered; and being taken, 


resulted—yeas 20, nays 3; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Benjamin, 
Bogit, Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Dur- 


ressenden, Foot, Foster, Harlan, Johnson, Jones of 
Iowa, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, ‘Trumbull, 
Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wrght—25. 


Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Reid, ‘Toombs, and 


“4n act for the relief of the legal representatives | 


1} 


| 
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Mr. WADE. Itis atthe mouth of the river 
on Lake Erie, where the river empties into the 
lake, as all the rest of them are. 

The bill was ordered to be enerossed fora third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 


| taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 9; as follows: 


| provement of the harbor at the mouth of Oak | 
Orchard creek, New York, on Lake Ontario, 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bet! of Tennes- 
see, Benjamin, Cass, Crittenden, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, 
Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of 
fowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilson, and Wright—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Clay, Iverson, 
Mallory, Reid, Toombs, and Weller—9. 


So the bill was passed. 


OAK ORCHARD HARBOR, 
The bill (S. No. 22) for continuing the im- 


was considered by the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $14,500 
for that purpose. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I should like to hear some- 
thing about the recommendation for Oak Orchard 
creek. Il remember some incidents in regard to 
its being put in the bill some years ago. What 
is the estimate, when was it made, and what are 
the necessities for the work ? 

Mr. SEWARD. The harbor of Oak Orchard 
lies about midway between the Niagara river, 
which is the entrance to Lake Ontario on the west, 
and the Genesee river, near the mouth of which 
is the port of Rochester. ‘The distance between 
those two points is one hundred miles. There 
is no other harbor on the south shore of Lake 


| Ontario between these points, and it is exposed 


NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Butier, Clay, Houston, | 


Hunter, Reid, and Toomubs—8. 


So the bill was passed. 


HARBOR OF SANDUSKY CITY. 


The Senate next proceeded to consider, as in | 


Committee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 18) to 
mtinue the improvement of the harbor of San- 
sky City, Ohio, which proposes to appropriate 

628,500. The bill was reported to the Senate 

without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLEVELAND HARBOR. 
The bill. (S. No. 19) to continue the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Cleveland, Ohio, was next 


considered by the Senate as in Committee of the |; 


Whole. It proposes to appropriate $35,000. No 


amendment being proposed, the bill was reported | 


to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 
ad passed, 


HARBOR AT BLACK RIVER. 
The bill (S. No. 20) to continue the improve- 


ment of the harbor at the mouth of Black river, | 


Uhio, which proposes to appropriate $10,000, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
reported to the Senate without amendment, and 
on the question, ** Shall the bill be engrossed and 
read the third time???’ 

_Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 24, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Tennes- 
see, Benjamin, Cass, Clayton, Collamer Dodge, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Johnson, 


Jones of lowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, 
Wade, W uson, and Wright—24. 


NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Clay, Houston. | 


Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Reid, Toombs, and Weller—11, 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading. It was read the third time, and | 


passed. 
HARBOR OF FAIRPORT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
next proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 21) 
to continue the improvement of the harbor of 


Fairport, Ohio, which makes an appropriation 
of $13,000.” rn 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment. 


Mr. HUNTER. [I ask whether this is a har- 


bor or river improvement. it says ‘ Grand 
river. 


to the windsfrom the north and west. It is an old 
work, improved at the earliest period, and the 
appropriations have been made successively since 
whenever the bills have been carried. ‘The last 
appropriation was in 1852, when $10,500 were 
appropriated for this work. The money ex- 
pended has carried out one pier eight hundred and 
forty-four feet, and the other seven hundred and 
thirty-four feet. The estimate to complete the 
work soas to give eight feet of water, $40,106 94, 
according to Colonel Abert’s report at the last 
Congress. 
of refuge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and on the question, ‘* Shall it be 
engrossed and read the third time ?’’ 

Mr. TOOMBS called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 25, nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Tennes 
see, Benjamin, Cass, Collamer, Crittenden, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, John- 
son, Jones of fowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, 


| Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—25. 


NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Clay, Houston, 
Hunter, Iverson, Reid, and ‘Toombs—9. 


The bill was read the third time and passed. 
BUFFALO HARBOR. 


The Senate next proceeded to consider, as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 23) for 
continuing the improvement of the harbor of Buf- 
falo, New York, on Lake Erie, which appropri- 
ates $33,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas aud nays on 


| the passage of the bill, and they were ordered; 


it 
i 





and being taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 8; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Benjamin, Bigler, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, 
Johnson, Jones of lowa, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, 
Swart, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright— 


és 
NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Clay, Houston, Hunter, 
Iverson, Reid, and Toombs—8. 
So the bill was passed. 


HARBOR OF DUNKIRK. 

The bill (S. No. 24) for continuing the improve- 
ment of the harbor of Dunkirk, New York, on 
Lake Erie, was next considered by the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole. It appropriates 
$30,000. 

It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, 


It is of course necessary for a harbor 
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read the third time, and on the question, ‘* Shall 
the bill pass?’’ 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to ask whether there has 
been a survey and estimate for this work: and if 
so, | should like to héas them read. In 1853-54, 
i perceive by the report that it was recom- 
mended that ‘*a final decision of the subject of 
the harbor of Dunkirk be deferred untila personal 
lnspettion and examination shall have been made 
by the board; no such personal inspection and 
examination of the harbor has yet been made by 
the board.”’ 

Mr. SEWARD. Dunkirk,as is probably known 
to all of the members of the Senate, is the termin- 
ation of the New York and Erie railroad, one of 
the great arteries of the commerce of the United 
States. [tis on the shore of Lake Erie, distant 
sixty miles from Buffalo, and there is no harbor 
of refuge for which any improvement is contem- 
lated between Buffalo, the foot of the lake, and 

Junkirk, and none above Dunkirk as faras Erie, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, which is a distance 
of more than one hundred miles—I think one 
hundred and twenty. Every one knows that the 
peril on that lake increases towards the center in 
consequence of the exposure to the concentrated 
force of the southwest winds and storms. Per- 
haps more shipwrecks happen on the lake be- 
tween Erie and Buffalo, than at any other points. 
[t is a place of great disaster. ‘The harbor of 
Dunkirk is indispensably necessary for a harbor 
of refuge, and is, as yet,a very imperfect harbor. 
In 1852 there was an appropriation made for the 
Dunkirk harbor of $30 ,000—$27 ,000 of which was 
expended up to the last season. ‘The report on 
the subject would be too long for me to read for 
the information of the honorable Senator from 
Alabama; but he will find, in the report of the 
War Department, part two of the Prcdlieat 
message and documents for 1855-56, page 382, 
a full description of the work and estimates 
throughout. 


‘* Harbor of Dunkirk.—The plan projected by the board 
of engineers, and approved by the Secretary of War, for 
the protection of this harbor, consists of three breakwaters : 
the principal or central one on a line drawn from Laight 
house Point to Battery Point; the second west, and inland 
of, and parallel to, the first; and the third east, and lake- 
ward of the main work,” &c. 

I will barely state, in addition, that the amount 
of tonnage arriving and departing from Dunkirk 
last year was four hundred and twenty thousand 
tons. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 10; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Tennes- 
see, Benjamin, Bigier, Cass,.Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Jones 
of Lowa, Pratt, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wright—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Hous- 
ton, Hunter, Iverson, Reid, Toombs, and Weller—10. 


So the bill was passed. 
LITTLE SODUS BAY. 


The bill (S. No. 25) for continuing the improve - 
ment of the harbor of Scdus bay, Cayuga county, 
New York, on Lake Ontario, was next considered 
by the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. It 
appropriates $15,000. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to know whether 
this is Little Sodus or Big Sodus? 

Mr. SEWARD. This is a very respectable 
port, sir, called the port of Sodus bay, in Cayuga 
county, in the State of New York, and is at the 
mouth of what was the Little Sodus creek or 
river, so called to distinguish it from the Great 
Sodus river. 
Oswego. The sum of $25,209 15 is required to 
complete the work. The plan is to extend two 
piers into the lake to fifteen feet water. The 
west pier was commenced last year, and two 
hundred and forty feet completed, and there is 
now eight feet of water. The bay is one mile 
and a half long and one thousand feet wide. The 
water is deep, with bold shores. Itis important 
as well for commerce as for protection as a har- 
bor of refuge for the commerce of the port of 
Oswego. The port of Oswego is near to it—only 
fifteen miles distant; but, as those persons ac- 
quainted with the lake know, the harbor of 
Oswego is practically a point projected into the 
lake rather than withdrawn and retreating from 
the lake. It is a very hazardous place, and all 


This port is thirteen miles west of 
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the people interested in the commerce of Oswego 
are deeply interested and desirous of perfecting 
this harbor at Sodus bay, Cayuga county, with 
safety of that navigation. Inthe 
President’s message and documents of 1855-56, 
part 2, page 378, will be found the estimates and 
anaccount of what has been done, The engineer’s 
re port says: 


reference to th 


‘Asa harbor of refuge itis of great importance to the 
commerce of the lake.” 


This brings it, beyond all doubt, within the 
rule. 

Mr. BIGGS. ‘The Senator refers to the esti- 
mates to be found in the report of the Secretary 
of War, communicated to Congress at page 378 
econd part of the President’s message and 
documents. ‘This bill is for an appropriation of 
$14,500, | understand; the estimates, [ find, are 
$20,944. A little while ago, when the appropri- 
at.ons for Ohio were up, | made an inquiry of the 
Senator from Ohio, and ascertained from him that 
the bills for the improvement of harbors in Ohio 
conformed to the estimates of the Department. 
The one about which | was then inquiring, upon 
reading the estimates, l found to conform to them. 
I then called attention to the fact, that there had 
been three different changes of the principle upon 
which the Committee on Commerce acted. Now, 
I find, in regard to this bill, that the appropriation 
asked is for $14,500, and the estimate $20,944. 
} want to know if there is another change of 
oe in regard to the appropriations in New 

“ork, there being cl regard to other 
harbors? 

The bill was reported to the 
amendment. 

Mr. BIGGS. The Senator from New York 
does not think proper to answer the inquiry I 
made. I understand, then, that there has beena 
scaling. ‘That is what I wished to arrive at. I 
desired to ascertain whether or not, in the making 
of appropriations for these works, there had been 
a scaling insome places, and upon what principle 
the Committee on Commerce have reduced, how 
much they have scaled, and whether the scaling 
has been done equally in regard to all these appro- 
priations? Itis distinctly made known to the Sen- 
ate that there has been a change of the principle 
on which the Committee on Commerce acted. 
There has been no uniformity. When we take up 
this bill, we find that it does not conform to the 
estimates. Here is the estimate to which we are 
referred by the Senator from New York. That 
1s $20,944, and the appropriation is $14,500. 
When I called upon the Senator from Ohio in 
regard to the estunates for his bills, I found that 
the bill in relation to which I made the inquiry 
did conform to the estimates; but here there is 
certainly a scaling. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. On its pas- 
Baice, 

Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 2o, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten 
nessee, Benjamin, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, Fessen- 
den, Fish, Foot, Foster, Goyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, 
Jones of lowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward. Stuart. Trum 
bull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—25. 


NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Clay, Fitzpatrick, 
Houston, Hunter, iv rsou, Reid, and ‘Toombs—10. 


of th 


changes in 


Senate without 


So the bill was passed. 


BIG SODUS BAY. 


1] 
| 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of | 


the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 26) for 


conuinutng the improvemert of the harbor of | 


Sodus bay, Wayne county, New York, on Lake 
Ontario, which appropriates $10,000. 

Mr. BIGGS. From the reading of this bill I 
find that there was an improper reference made 
by the Senator from New York to the estimates 
for the work just passed. 
marks I made a little while ago, supposing that 
there was but one Sodus Bay in New York, to 
the estimate to which | was referred by the Sen- 
ator from New York, and that was $20,944. I 
find that the estimate for the bill passed just now 
was not, as the Senator from New York said, at 


pege 378, but at page 377; and that was an appro- | 


{unless in extreme cases. 


is $10,000, and the estimate $20,944. If there has 
been a scaling in these appropriations from the 
estimates, there seems not to be a uniformity in 
it, for the reason that the appropriation just 
passed was $14,500, on an estimate of $25,209; 
and this bill proposes an appropriation of $10,000 | 
on an estimate of $20,944. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third | 
reading, and was read a third time. 

Mr. CLAY. I call for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Benjamin, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harian, James, Johnson, 
Jones of lowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilson, and Wright—?4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Brow 
Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Reid, ‘Toombs, 


siggs, 


1, Clay, Fitzpatrick, | 
and Weller—11. 


So the bill was passed. 
OSWEGO HARBOR. 
The bill (S. No. 27) for 


provement of the harbor of Os 


mtinuing the im- 


tee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate 


$21,000. | 


Mr. BIGGS. I want to inquire whether I am 
correct in regard to the estimate for this work at 
Oswego. If | am correct there is another variance 
of the principle on which the committee have 
acted. I find in the estimates, at page 374 of 


the second part of the messave anc documents | 
for this year, that the total amount required to | 


complete Oswego harbor is $15,485 27. 1 wish 
to inquire of the Senator from New York if that 
is the estimate on which the bill is based? I un- 
derstand the appropriation in the billto be $21,000. 
The total amount of the estimate is $15,485 27, 
and the proposed appropriation is $21,000. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment. 
Mr. CLAY. 
Senate intend to vote any amount that is asked 
without the least inquiry. ‘he other day we 
voted just as much as the estimates required. 
Now, the honorable Senator from North Car- 
olina rises and shows that, according to the esti- 
mate, $15,000 will do the work, and the bill is for 
$21,000. Nobody seems to be concerned about 


that, however. It is sufficient that the committee | 


recommend it, and the Senator from New York 
wants it. ‘That is sufficient to commend it. I 


wish some explanation of this, or if the majority | 


are determined to vote everything through With- 


out explanation, without a why or a wherefore, | 


signify it, and we can cease to make inquiries. 
Mr. CASS. | think ita very pertinent inquiry, 
and the difference should be explained. 
me to say a word on another point; and it touches 
this in some measure, and is an answer to the 


inquiry of the Senator from North Carolina. An | 


engineer, going to survey a harbor, says it will 
cost one hundred and fifty thousand dollars, or 
two hundred thousand dollars. 


Congress may choose to appropriate—neither he 
nor the Department is responsible for. If you go 
back for years, you will find that Congress 


appropriates at its pleasure, under the advice of || 


its committee, in reference to the fiscal state of 
the country. ‘The Department may say the work 
will cost so much, and the estimate is proper; but 


Congress may not agree with the Department as | 
to the amount to be appropriated for a given year. | 


It has been apt to reduce the amounts, time and 
time again, and sometimes to increase them; but 
not to go beyond the estimates of the officers, 
I can understand the 


/reason why Congress may reduce an appropria- 


1 alluded, in the re- | 


priation for $14,500, while the estimate for the | 


work was $25,209. 


. This bill is for Sodus Bay, 
W ayne county, New York, and the appropriation |] 


tion this year or the next, depending on the | 
financial state of the country, and other consid- 
erations; but I cannot myself vote for an appro- | 


priation increasing the estimate, without some 
reason being given why it is increased. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
honorable Senator makes is correct. The estimate 
which was before me when this bill was drawn 
was the old estimate, and | had not before me at 
that time this last estimate, which is the sum de- 
sired by the engineers for the purpose of com- 
pepes the present work. 

ill should be amended, and | move to amend it 


wego, New York, | 


on Lake Ontario, was considered as in Commit || completing the work, and the sum named jy ; 
> 1 the 


I desire to know whether the | 


Allow | 


That is his esti- | 
mate; but the annual appropriation—how much 


The statement which the | 


I am content that the | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| to strike out ** $21,000,’’ and insert « $15,000.» 


| an improvement, and the estimate for its comp), 









__Suly 33, 


by inserting the amount of the estimate 1 
. 0Va 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BIGGS. I will make a single remark 
reference to what has been said by the honora - 
Senator from Michigan. Other bills, if | und * 
stand them correctly, were forimproving har... 
and were less than the estimates. This is ey;,,.. 
different; and the reason why | made an jinoy;.2 
of the committee was, that I apprehend they oye), 
to have some rule. If they will not make», 
appropriation of the whole amount of the ps: 
mates for completing a harbor, as were the eas 
which we passed before—one $25,000 and +), 
other $20,000—they ought to have some rylp ; 
regard to the amount to be appropriated for t),,. 
year. Intwocases, where the appropriations w, 
$14,000 and $10,000, the estimates were 425 (yy 
and $20,000. 


juiry 


Now, this is a bill for contin, 


tion is $15,000. The appropriation is now ». 
duced from $21,000 to $15,000, but the pj 
for ‘‘ continuing’? the improvement of this hoy. 
bor. 

Mr. CASS. I think that, if the estimate js f), 
bill is the amount of the estimate, it ought to say. 
‘* for completing.’”’ e 

Mr. SEWARD. 
amendment. 

Mr. CASS. Iwill renew what I said before; 
the Senator from North Carolina: for the 
mate the engineer and the War Department a 
responsible; but neither the engineer, nor the War 
Department, is responsible for the number of 

years over which the amount of that estimate may 
be spread. It is a matter discretionary wi 


I have no objection to tha 


| Congress whether we choose to make the work 


in one year ora hundred years. To mak 
appropriation less than the engineer’s estima 
calls for, is a matter that may be done any day, 


| but an increased appropriation ought to be cau- 


| that there is any rigidone. 


| tiously made, and fully explained. 


As to any 
rule of which the Senator speaks, I do not know 
It must be left to! 
committee and members generally, as to 
much, and what, ought to be appropriated i 
given year. Something depends on the necessit 
of the case, and the exposure of commerce to | 
winds, and other things. For instance, the Del- 
aware breakwater is of vast importance to | 
whole country, and should be completed soon 
but other works may be delayed. 

Mr. BIGGS. understand that, and therefo: 
my attention was directed to this point. W 


| have a committee whose duty it is to investigat’ 


| tions. 


| matters of this kin 


the matter; but they have reported bills as re- 
ferred to them, without investigating these ques- 
In some of them the appropriations ar 
for $10,000, when the estimates are for $20,000; 
and in another case the appropriation is $14,000 
when there are estimates for $25,000. Here 
there is an appropriation reported of $21,UU, 
when the estimate is only $15,000. I have great 
confidence usually in the committees of the Sen 
ate. I have to rely, particularly in regard to 

d, which I cannot investigat’ 
mysclf, upon the action of the committees. Th 


| opinion of the Committee on Commerce, in some 


| 


i 





of these cases, seems to have been thiat the 
amount esiimated was three times as much as 
was necessary. Then when we come to the other 


| appropriations, we find that they do not confin 


themselves to any particular rule in regard to 
continuing the improvements, and when we come 
to a case where there is a proposition to con 
plete a work, they report an appropriation for 
$21,000, where the estimate is only $15,000. 

Mr. CLAY. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out the word * continuing,’’ and insert- 
ing ** completing.’’ 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLAY. I move this further amendment: 


Provided, Said sum be found sufficient to complete said 
work, but otherwise no part of said #im shall be draws 
from the Treasury. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time; on its pas- 


Sage, 
“Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays; 
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i they were ordered 3 and being taken, resulted 
is 24, nays 8; as follows: 





anc 





yEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
tenjamin, Bright, Cass, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, 
wat nden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, James, Johnson, 
7” - of lowa, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, 
Ww vie, Wilson, and Wright—24. ; : 
\ AY S—Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Hunter, 
Jyerson, Reid, and ‘Toombs—s. 


S» the bill was passed. 
\r. CLAY. I move to amend the title, by 


king out the word ** continuing”’ and inserting 
_ 93 . 


nhet r 
« eompieting. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
sTEAM DREDGE ON LAKE ONTARIO. 


The Senate next proceeded to consider, as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill (S. No. 28) 
making an appropriation for a steam dredge on 
Lake Ontario. The sum appropriated is $7,500 
for the current expenses of the steam dredge. 

Mr. HUNTER. Where is this dredge to be 
od, and for what purposes ? 

Mr. SEWARD. I will inform the honorable 
Senator, that by a report made from the War 
Department, dated 23d of January, 1855, the in- 
formation is given that— 

«There are on the lakes, belonging to the Government, 

dredge-boats and a large number of scows. One is at 
the St. Clair flats—it may be used also for the entrance of 


us 








Clinton river—one for Lake Champlain, one for Lake On 
tario, one for Lake Erie, and one for Lake MicKigan. The 


cost of Working each steam-dredge on the lakes is estimated 
at 87.500 per annum.”? 

Then there are on the principal rivers two steam 
dredge-boats. This report contains an estimate 
for each dredge-boat, and this appropriation is 
according to the amount estimated as the annual 
sum necessary for keeping up the dredge. 

[he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
js, ‘Shall the bill pass ?”’ 

Mr. CLAY. On that question I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Benjamin, 
Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Durkee, Fes- 
eonden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, James, Johnson, Jones 
of lowa, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wil 


patrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Pratt, Pugh, Toombs, 
and Weller—1L3. 


So the bill was passed. 
BREAKWATER AT BURLINGTON. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, con- 
sidered the bill (S. No. 29) makingan appropria- 
tion for the continuation and completion of the 
breakwater in the harbor of Burlington, on Lake 
Champlain. Its object is to appropriate $36,000 
for this purpose. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to hear the esti- 
mates forthis work read. Will the Senator from 
Vermont give me a reference to them ? 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, a very few words 
of explanation, I think, will satisfy the Senate 
of the appropriation embraced in the bill. It is 
not for the commencement of a new work, but 
for the continuation, and, as 1 hope, for the com- 
pletion, of a work begun in 1836—twenty years 
ago. In reference to the character and import- 
ance of this work—the plans and estimates for 
it, and the several sums appropriated for it at 
different times, I will read first from the report 
of the bureau of topographical engineers, made 
by Colonel Albert, the colonel of the corps, to 
the Secretary of War, on the 12th of September, 
1550, and by the Secretary of War laid before 
the House of Representatives on the 19th day of 
the same month. 

This report on the subject of rivers and har- 
bors says in reference to the Burlington break- 
water; 


“The harbor of Burlington is an open roadstead of deep 
Water, near the shore; but in rough weather use could not 
be made of the landing and wharves of the town. To rem- 
edy these defects of the harbor, this breakwater was con- 
structed, after the most elaborate investigations and the 
most carefully digested plans. It was stated in the annual 
report from this office in 1843, that $50,000 would be re- 
quired to complete the breakwater in conformity with ap- 
proved plans. As $10,000 were appropriated for this work 
in 1844, it leaves $40,000 of the estimate as the amount 
Which will probably be required to complete the work. It 
Was commenced in the year 1836.” 


I will remark that, in addition to the $10,000 
appropriated in 1844, $10,000 more were appro- 
priated in 1852, thus reducing the estimate of 


son, and Wright—23. 
NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Brown, Butler, Clay, Fitz- || 


according to the plan upon which the 
was then based. 


esumate | 


There have been five appropriations for this | 


work, as follows: 

In 1836, $10,000, approved by President Jack- 
son. 

In 1837, $10,000, approved by President Jack- 
son. 


In 1838, $50,000, approved by President Van | 


Buren. 


In 1844, $10,000, approved by President Tyler. | 
In 1852, $10,000, approved by President Fill- | 


more. 

‘The sum total heretofore appropriated is $90,000 
—approved by four different Presidents. 

In this connection, I will read from the report 
of the topographical bureau, dated November 
22, 1855, embracing the report of Captain How- 
ard Stansbury, of the corps of topographical en- 
gineers, and superintendent, in respect to the 
progress of the several works under his direction 
on Lakes Champiain, Ontario, and Erie. In ref- 
erence to the Burlington breakwater, he says: 

“The work at this place is a breakwater, one thousand 
and sixty-nine feet in length, and thirty-five feet in breadth 
on top, built of crib-work, and ballasted with stone. It is 
placed immediately in front of the wharves of the town in 
thirty feet water, and affords very good protection. If) 
year 1853, one hundred feet in length was added to the 
north end of the breakwater, but the appropriation was ex 


the 
the 


| hausted before the crib was completed, and it remains in 





an unfinished condition. 


| 


| 1843 to $30,000 for the completion of the work | 


“ | repeat my recommendation that two hundred feet in | 
length be added to the north end of the breakwater to bring | 


it under cover of a point of land to the north, and afford 
better shelter from northwesterly gales ; an estimate for that 
purpose is herewith submitted. 

‘Burlington is in the collection district of Vermont, which 


There is one light-house in the district, which is designated 
as No. 91, situated on Juniper Island, Lake Champlain, 
south side of the entrance to Burlington harbor. The near 
est fort is Fort Montgomery, at Rouse’s Point, fifty miles 
from Burlington.” 

The duties collected in the fiseal year ending June 30, 


Re 4406 400 eo ee On td onda cegedecere ducsocccee $67,975 
Value of foreign merchandise exported......... 1,066,001 
Value of domestic produce exported.... ....... 310,101 
Value of merchandise imported and entered for 

warehousing and transportation to other dis 

UTICIS .ccccccccccsvccccssecs Cone coccvescoees - 502,665 
Amount of hospital money collected............ 277 
American tonnage entered .....ccccccsscscccees 21,592 
American tonnage cleared.... ssc. eeseeeeeees 20,499 
Foreign tonnage entered......... pickin. cumes . 12,194 
Foreign tonnage cleared..... ..ccceccce cccceceees 9,589 
Tonnage on outstanding enrollment for steam 

VERSES oc cccccscces ccccecccccsseces bid tananded 4,527 
Tonnage on outstanding enrollment for sailing- 

VORBEIS coccceccccscccse eeeccccccccccves cece ° 2,847 


Mr. CLAY. Willthe Senator give me a refer- 
ence to the report from which he last read ? 

Mr. FOOT. Page 372, of part 2 of the Presi- 
dent’s message and documents for 1855-756. 

The estimate forthe two hundred feet in length, 


| which is recommended in this and a former re- 


port, to be added to the north end of the break- | 


yater, is $14,614 88. A considerable portion of 
the appropriation of 1852 was applied to the ex- 
tension of the one hundred feet at the north end, 
which had been previously recommended by the 
topographical bureau; but this was left in an 
unfinished state, as the appropriation did not 
hold out so as to complete it. It is estimated that 


the sum of $588 will complete this crib of one | 


hundred feet. 

The estimated amount, therefore, for the com- 
pletion of the work according to the original plan, 
together with the sum required to finish the one 


| hundred feet of addition by the recommendations 


of 1853, and also the amount estimated for the 
addition of two hundred feet more, as recom- 
mended by the superintendent in 1855 and in 
1856, selallien the sum of $45,199 88; and this is 
without reference to the enhanced price of labor 
and materials since the estimate in 1843, that 
$50,000 would be required to complete the work 
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work according to the present plan. The work 
has been suspended for long periods, and left in 
an unfinished condition, from which more or less 
ot damage and loss has resulted; and to that ex 
tent the cost to the Government has 
hanced. | hope wemay not be subjected to further 
delays. Bills for this purpose have repeatedly 
been lost; sometimes by the Executive veto, and 
sometimes from want of the concurrent action of 
the two Houses. This bill passed this body at 
the last session, and failed for want of action in 
the House. It passed with others in a general 
** river and harbor bill’’ at the session before the 
last, and fell under the executive veto. 

l apprehend no objection on the part of the 
President to this bill, standing as a s¢ parate and 
independent measure. 
stitutional « xception. 


been en- 


lt stands ek ir of all con- 
It is clearly of a national 
character, required not only for the protection 
of the commerce of the country, but for the de- 
fense of the country. This work is necessary 
for the security of the principal harbor upon a 
lake lying between two Governments, and upon 
whose waters their opposing fleets have met in 
former years; and your erection of a fortification 
at Rouse’s Point contemplates, at least, the pos- 
sibility of a hostile meeting at some future day. 
But, sir, | am not to be understood as one of 
those who feel obliged to resort to the war power 
under the Constitution for authority to improve 
our harbors and rivers. ‘To my mind, there is a 
clear grant of power to this extent, in the express 


authority to ** regulate commerce.”’ It seems to 


| me quite as sensible and quite as limnportant lo 


protect the lives and property of our citizens 


|| against hostile winds and storms, as against ho 
embraces the whole State; the port o1 cujwy is Alburgh. || 


tile fleets and armies; and the authority to do 


|| the one is, in my judgment, quite as clear as tlic 


according to the plan then adopted, and before | 


the addition of three hundred feet to the north 
end were recommended. 

The sums required are as follows: 
Balance of estimate Of 1843.....66e.eeeeeeeees 
Estimate for completing the one hundred feet ad- 

Preyer phbadhteshdantnesbbechea ts 
Estimate for the two hundred feet addition.... 


$30,000 00 


585 00 
14,614 88 








OM ii ctancctdsnnseae #45.199 8&8 


Oe ee eee eee ee eee 





It will be seen that the bill appropriates $36,000 
only, being something over nine thousand dollars 
less than the estimated cost of completing the 


| authority to do the other. 


Constitutional law 
and common sense seem to me to concur in this 
view of the question of authority. 

Mr. CLAY. Although I listened with profound 
attention to the remarks of the Senator from Ver 
mont, | could not understand the data from which 


| he derives his estimate of the amount necessary 


to complete the work. He refers me to the 
yorts of 1853 and 1855. I have them before me 
They contemplate the very work, as lL understand, 
the importance of which he is now advocating, 
and which this bill proposes to achieve. I hav 
looked at those estimates, but find that they fall 
far below the amount which this bill asks. 1 will 
read to the Senate from the report made to the 
topographical bureau in November, 1853, by th 
board of engineers: 

‘* Brevet Colonel Turnbull, in his annual report of Bur 
lington harbor, dated September |, recommends the exten 


sion of the breakwater two hundred feet northward. i 
estimate to accomplish this, without the usual 10 per cent 


| fOF CONLINGENCICS, 13..... 6 ce reeeeeecrenseeesess $20 005 25 
|} With this provision, which the board thinks 

should be added, equal t0.... 6.66.00 eeeeees 2,000 62 

PU ik cig cendtevincdcs siscatentanusns $22,006 88 





*¢ But, on the other hand, Colonel Turnbull does not take 
into account the materials which he beheved would remain 
on hand to this work. These materials consist of ‘ about 
one hundred and seventy-five sticks of timber, and eight 
thousand perches (or, say fifteen cubic feet) of stone,’ bx 
sides ‘ quite a large quantity on the present work that could 
be applied to filling new cribs.’ (See notes of inspe: 
by Major Bache.) 

Substracting the cost of these eighteen thousand perches oj 

stone, at forty cents per SR is acc thnimnbaks » $3,200 00 


tior 
Lion 


| One hundred and seventy-five sticks of timber, 


average length forty-two feet, seven thousand 
three hundred and fifty lineal feet, at eight 


cents a foot..... pabeccten cacevetdéetn daeths 588 00 
AMOUNE sce sc ccccccccces eo tecctees cecececeeeQ3,788 00 
Contingencies ten per cent........ss00+ ésen ee 378 80 
Total AMOUR cccccccccccccccsccsccsscccees $4,166 80 


Will leave for appropriation $17,840 08; or say, as in the 
margin, $18,000,’? 

That is the sum which we were advised by 
the topographical bureau in November, 1853, was 
requisite to complete this work. In 1855, on the 
page to which the Senator refers me, I find that 
they make a further estimate, and I suppose de- 


| duct the sums expended since 1853 for this work, 


| of me where the Senator gets th: 


j 


and they make in the aggregate the amount as 
now requisite to a this improvement 
$14,614 88. It is state expressly that this is to 
extend the breakwater two hundred feet. 1 can- 
not read it otherwise, and I cannot see for the life 
one hundred 
and seventy per cent. additional which he adds. 


| 
e 
i 
| 
’ 

; 
| 
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I cannot see how he asks $36,000 when the re- | 


ports of 1553 and 1855 both show that jess than 
one half that sum 1s requisite. 

Mr. FOOT. ‘These estimates have reference 
exclusively to the extension of the breakwater at 
the North, and not to the completion of it upon 


the original plan, and its extension to the South. | 


I read to the Senator from the report in 1850, 


wiierein the estimate was that $50,000 was neces- | 


sary for the completion of the work on the then | 
existing plan, of which $10,000 ‘in 1844 and | 


$10,000 in 1852 have been appropriated , leaving 
$30,000 deficiency requisite to complete the work 
on that plan, in addition to the expense now es- 
timated for the additional two hundred feet north- 
ward. I! wil send the book to the Senator from 
Alabama 

Mr. CLAY. I am looking to the latest reports. 
We refer to the bureau of topographical engi- 
neers for information upon these subjects. I rely 
on them for the information, They say in thetr 
reports of 1853 and 1855 that a less sum is suffi- 
cient, 

Mr. FOOT. That has reference exclusively 
to the extension northward. 


Mr. CLAY. Their estimate is, ‘* for complet- | 


ing the work of 1853,” $5k8, and $14,614 88 ** for 
adding two hundred feet to present break water.’”’ 
I cannotunderstand, then, why the Senator should 
ask for $36,000 

Mr. FOOT. Allow me to state again, that this 
estimate has reference only to the extension in 
addition to the original plan. In 1850 they esti- 
mated the deficiency at $50,000, of which $20,000 
having been appropriated at two diflerent times, 
$30,000 is necessary. Now, in addition to that, 
by the recommendations in 1553 and 1855, $14,000 
more is required, in order to complete the work 
on the present plan. There is no difficulty in 
understanding it. 

Mr. CLAY. Still, as understand it, the offi- 
cers only recommend, at this me, an appropri- 
ation of this sum of $14,000. That is what they 
say in so many words they want. 

Mr. FOOT.” 
the outset from this report, showing a deficiency 
of $30,000. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
current year? 

Mr. FOOT. There was no recommendation 
for the amount to carry on the work for the cur- 
rent year. For four years $10,000 was annually 
appropriated, and one year $50,000. There has 
always been an appropriation for this work in 
every river and harbor bill that has passed since 
1836. Five passed, and became laws. Others 
have been vetoed, and some passed the other 
House, and not this. I will read again from the 
report of 1850: 

‘The harbor of Burlington is in an open roadstead of 
deep witer, near the shore ; but in rough weather use could 
not be made of the landing and wharves of the town. To 
remedy these defects of the harbor, this breakwater was 
constructed after the most elaborate investigations and the 
most carefully digested plans. Lt was stated in the annual 
report from this office in 1843, that $50,000 would be re 
quired to complete the breakwater in conformity with ap- 
proved planus.’ 

That was before the recommendation of the 
addition of the north end to the breakwater. The 
report goes on to remark: 

** As $10,000 were appropriated for this work in 1844, it 


leaves $40,000 of the estimate as the amount which will 
probably be required to complete the werk.” 


What is the amount for the 


Since then the sum of $10,900 has been appro- 


priated, in 1852, reducing that deficiency from 
$40,000 to $30,000. Last year the topographical 
bureau recommended the additions to the north 
end of the breakwater, and estimated the cost at 
over $14,000, leaving the present deficiency over 
$44,000. 

Mr. BIGGS. If the Senator from Vermont 
will pardon me, I cannot so understand this re- 
port, because it says expressly—and I call his 
attention te it—that “in the year 1853 one hun- 
dred feet in length was added to the north end 
of the breakwater, but the appropriation was 
exhausted before the crib was completed, and it 
remains in an unfinished condition.’’ The ap- 
propriations have been exhausted without this 
addition of two hundred feet. The appropriation 
heretofore made in 1852 was exhausted, and the 
work remains in an unfinished condition. So says 
the report. ? 

Mr. FOOT. That $10,000, instead of being 
applied to the continuation of the breakwater 





I will read again what I read in | 


— 








| appropriation. 





and were running 


it south,) was applied princi- 
pally to a crib of 


one hundred feet at the north 


end. 
Mr. HUNTER. All going north, and nothing 
south. 


Mr. FOOT. Now, they recommend two hun- 


dred feet extension of the breakwater north, | 


without interfering with the original plan to ex- 
tend it southward. 
Mr. BIGGS. 


to the north end of the breakwater, but the ap- 
propriation was exhausted before the crib was 
completed, and it remains in an unfinished con- 
dition.’? What remains in an unfinished condi- 
tion? The work? 

Mr. FOOT. That one hundred feet extension. 


‘In the year 1853,”’ says the | 
report, ** one hundred feet in length was added || 


Mr. BIGGS. Then it is proposed to finish the | 
one hundred feet, and to add two hundred feet || 


more. 
Mr. FOOT. 
mends. 


Mr. BIGGS. And it is proposed by this bill to | 


complete the one hundred feet, and add two hun- 
dred feet more. Here is the- estimate for com- 
pleting the work of 1853, ‘*$588.’’ The $588 
will complete what was left in an unfinished con- 
dition;and then to add two hundred feet more will 
cost $14,614 88. Therefore, $15,202 88 is the esti- 
mated cost of adding two hundred feet more and 
completing the one hundred feet left unfinished. 


That lacks a great deal of being $36,000, the sum 


appropriated by the bill. 

Mr. CLAY. It may be, as the Senator from 
Vermont says, that $36,000 may be requisite to 
complete this harbor; but certainly to complete 
the work proposed to be executed by the board of 
topographical engineers requires only $14,614. 1 
suppose it does not make any difference whether 
the Senator from Vermontasks $36,000, er $14,000, 
or $100,000, he will get itany way; but I want to 
call public attention to this fact, that the board 
only recommends an appropriation of $14,000, 
and the majority of the Committee on Commerce 
recommend $36,000. I will let it go; but I will 


investigate it hereafter, and if I can find anything | 
to throw light on this subject, I shall endeavor to | 


bring it to the notice of the Senate. 
Mr. FOOT. I again repeat that the appropri- 
ation contained in this bill is $9,000 short of the 


estimate of the Department; however gentlemen | 
| may differ with me in understanding it. 


Mr. BIGGS. I want to call the attention of 
my venerable friend from Michigan to the ques- 
tion now before us. I cannot understand, and 
the Senator from Vermont has failed totally to 


south, (they commenced at the north originally, || 
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|| much smaller places have had more. 
That is what the bureau recom- || 


| ery $30,000 spent, the public get $3,000 ben.«, 


| harbor, and then the other made an appropriation 








July 


uly MA, 
That is not a part of their system. It is a .. 
means to draw money from the Treasury. Ae 
cording to the admission of one gentleman wi 


supports it, the Senator from Illinois, oy: ofa 


l@re 


and $27,000 goes to local and personal obj...” 
{ suppose the contractors, speculators, any , 

local interests of the town, and personal interes 
of those who own the town, get the nine ten; 

This town is an old place, and has been oot), 
these appropriations for a long time. Tf y 
could get rid of appropriating for it, I think tho: 
would be a great gain, even if the Government 
only gets ten dollars in one hundred benos, 
which is admitted by one of the advocates o? 
these appropriations. 

The honorable Senator from Vermont puts this 
on the ground of modesty, as only one appropri. 
ation is claimed for the whole of Lake Cha». 
plain. I think that is a little modest, becayss 
I recollecs 
that we passed two bills for the State of Nowy 
York just now. One made a large appropriatioy 
for Big Sodus harbor, as a retreat for Oswee 


0 


for Oswego harbor. I suppose this is asked oy 
the ground of a fair proportion—a fair divisioy. 


| Of course everybody knows that to be necessary, 


| because I take it to be the principle on whic} 


convince me, why it is that you require an appro- || 
priation of $36,000, when the estimate for the | 


work, made by the Department in the last report | 


from the topographical bureau, is about fifteen | 


thousand dollars. Here is an estimate made for 
completing the unfinished work of*1853, $588, 
and for the continuation of the improvement, 
according to the recommendations of the topo- 
graphical bureau, of $14,614 88. That is what 
is estimated by the topographical bureau, but 
here is an appropriation of $36,000. 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator has ap- 
pealed to me. [have listened with attention in order 
to make up my own mind, and I must confess 
that I have not been able to come to a decision. 
I cannot agree to give more than the engineer 
department called for. 1 am willing to give all 
they called for; but after hearing what bas been 


said, I see some little difficulty. I do not exactly | 


understand it. 


Mr. ‘TOOMBS. 


I have one objection to this | 
{ think the Senator from Ver- | 


mont ought at once to put in the $9,000 of which | 
he speaks, forif you leave it it will be a nest-egg | 
for larger appropriations hereafter. If they have | 


come so near finishing it, | insist that they shall 
take itall. I asked the Senator from Vermont 


l 


gentlemen act who agree in the constitutionality 
of these appropriations, that, unless they get 
their share, they will not vote for it, and they 
ought not to do so. ; 

Mr. CLAY. I move to strike out “ $36,000.” 
and insert **$15,20288.’? That is the amount, as 
I learn from the report, which the engineers say 
they want. I merely offer it pro forma. I do not 
expect itto pass. lexpect them to getall theyask, 
but I make the motion to strike out ‘* $36,00)" 
—the sum asked for—and insert ‘* $15,202 8&8," 
which is the sum reported by the engineers as 
wanted. I call for the yeas and nays on the 


|; amendment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASS. Since conversing with the hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont, I have looked over 
the papers, and heard his explanations, and I be- 
lieve the amount in the bill is estimated for. 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulted—yeas 
16, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. , Bright, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Pugli, 
Reid, Sebastian, Toombs, Weller, and Yulee—}6. 

NAYS — Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Benjamin, 
Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, 
Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of 
lowa, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and 
Wright—22. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and on the question, ‘*Shall it be 
engrossed for a third reading?”’ 

Mr. BIGGS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 26, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Benjamin, Bright, Cass, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Harlan, James, Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Sebastian, Sew 


Biggs, 


| ard, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright 


| third reading. 


—26. 

NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Butler, Clay, 
Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Pugh, 
Reid, ‘Toombs, and Yulee—14. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
It was read the third time, and 


| passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. ' 

The bill (S. No. 52) to provide for continuing 
the improvement of the Missouri river was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to appropriate $40,000. ; 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to hear the estimate 
in this case, and the report of the engineer. 

Mr. GEYER. The estimates will be found at 


|, page 296 of the second volume of the President's 
| message and documents of the present year, I" 


why he did not call for the balance, and he tells | 


me modesty is the reason. I do not exactly a 
pose that is the reason. I prefer that they should 
take the whole at once, because, if you leave 


$9,000, they will want $50,000 on it the next | 
time; therefore, I insist that they shall take all | 


their share. 


the estimates as they claim them, and quit. 
You need not tell me that the works are to be 
done, for I know they are never to be finished. 


If they are going to get it, take | 


Colonel Long’s report, of the whole works on 
| the western rivers. Among them is, ‘‘ the 1m- 


provement of the Missouri, $40,000.” F 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri what improvement this is? Where is the 
improvement? Is it to clear out a bar, or snags, 
or what? 





t 
f 








1856. 


— 


Mr. GEYER. It is the improvement of the 
ation of the Missouri river from the mouth 
ar OP, 2 suppose, as the appropriation will 

1 The estimate is up to the mouth of the 
Sioux river, I believe. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. How near is 


that to 


is!‘ ° Ra 
\ir. GEYER. It is up above Kansas, north 


flowa. : . “ 
Mr. FESSENDEN. It is not in the State of 
M sourl—— 


\ir. JONES, of Lowa. Itis beyond the northern 
\ iary of lowa, and passes Kansas and Ne- 


sal. 
Mr. CLAY. I do not understand what the 
nvrovemment is. What is the matter with the 


‘i GEYER: We shall have to go back some 
eoars to ascertain what is the matter with the 
“vor, The report of the engineers says ‘‘ for 
raking up snags, and sunken logs, which are 
d in the bed of the river, most generally in 
the channel.’? The operations have been con- 
ted for taking up snags and sunken logs, for 
ne years, until the old appropriations were | 
sted. This amount I myself judge to be | 
, small, but as it is the amount estimated I 
not ask for an increase. 
Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator advise me what 
is deemed to be sufficient to complete the 
wement? I do not like this continuation of 
works from year to year. 
Mr. GEYER. Llapprehend that the improve- 
t will never be completed. ‘There will be 
snags to be removed; but the 
ropriations required might now be much less, | 
if Congress had made an adequate appropriation in 
erinning, to clear out the snags in the chan- 
,and prevent the floating trees from washing 
wcumulating snags in the channel of that 
Once cleared out, a very trifling expense 
y will keep it clear; but you may make a 
Ul appropriation, aud leave it incomplete, and 
se it to a constant increase of the number of 
rs and the difficulties of navigation. —~ 
Mr. TOOMBS. 
that we should make notes as we go along. 


) 


ally some 


lt is a matter of some impor- 


sh to know whether this improvement comes 
the power **to rr vulate commerce with 
tions, and among the several States, 

with the Indian tribes.’” According to my 
geography, all that part of the river to be im- 
ved by this bill is within the State of Missouri. 
Therefore, the 


r 7 
rn na 


improvement cannot come under 
wer to regulate commerce among different 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The bill is for the im- 
provement of the Missouri river. That is not 
alone in the State of Missouri. || 

Mr. TOOMBS. ‘To the extent of the improve- || 
ment, | understand it is. ] 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. No, it is not. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 understand it is to the bor- | 
d r ol Missouri. | 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I[t runs along the whole || 
extent of the western boundary of lowa. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 1 understood that it stopped 
ata point in the State of Missouri. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. No, sir; it stops at the 
mouth of the Big Sioux river, which is the north- | 
era boundary of lowa. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is to iniprove the river all 
the way from its mouth. It will be claimed, I | 
suppose, under the power of regulating commerce, 
tiat you can cheapen the carriage of the com- 
modites of lowa and Missouri to the Mississippi; 
and then you are to improve the mouth of the | 
Mississippi river, to carry them out to the ocean; | 
and this is to be perpetual. I want the Senate 
and the country to understand that we are to pay 
in perpetuity for transporting cheaply the com- 
modities of this great valley of the Mississippi | 
as long as the world stands and these people have 
the power to put this expense upon us. That I 
understand to be the principle on which it is 
sought that the logs and snags shall be taken out. 
Many rivers may lie between two States. The 
Savannah river is between Georgia and South || 
Carolina Its navigation is used by both States. || 
lhe Chattahoochie river is between Georgia and || 
Alabama. Its navigation is about four hundred”! 
Miles, and it passes through Florida. Itis used || 
by these three States. It has quite a number of || 
difficulties. Then the Tombigbee runs through || 


it; but I say no such reason exists. 


| suggests 


| Government. 


Alabama and Mississippi. You may find t! 


UG is 


} 


I do not see the distinction which 
making 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Would you not vote 
for itif it was for the benefit of the Territories 
of Nebraska and Kansas? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Not one dime. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Would you 
for it for the purpose of supply ing tl 
posts in these Territories? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. They are there, and 
can be supplied in no other way. 

Mr. TOOMBS. If | deemed it necessary for 


to be the case with nearly all our rivers: so that 


Seni mi At 





| carrying the Army, or more cheaply transporting 


a permanent force to that region, I could support 
The pres- 
ent transportation for our troops and supplies in 
that region is entirely adequate. The little addi- 
tional risk and cost would not compensate Gov- 
ernment for any amount it might appropriate. 
If lam roing to effect that object, I will do it di- 
rectly and fairly. If this were shown to be 
necessary for the transportation of our military 
supplies, I should have no hesitation; but I op- 
ose it because itis not intended for that purpose. 
The Senator does not pretend that he wants it 


| for that purpose, but to enable his people to get 
| their products more cheaply to market; and he 


wants the cost of cheapening their transportation 


| to be thrown upon the Treasury of the United 


States. That is a plain and honest statement of 
the case. By taking out these logs, and snags, 
and sand-bars, the people of Missouri, of Kansas, 


and: of Iowa, will be able to get their wheat and 


tobacco to market cheaper than they other- 


| wise could, and navigation will be more easy. 


The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Bensamiy] 
that is a clear statement. Instead of 
paying the costs of their own transportation, they 
think it right to take out of the common fund 


money to cheapen their commodities. ‘There is 


| no language which I can use that can adequately 
| express 


my abhorrence for a system of this 
kind in this Government or any other. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. We have made 
appropriations for the Red river, the Arkansas 
river, and the Missouri river. 


the commercial power, or the regulation of com- 
merce, or the facility which might be given by 


| those improvements for commerce in the trans- 


portation of the produce of the countries lying on 


| those rivers; but under the war power, for thie 


purpose of facilitating and cheapening the very 
extensive supplies that have to be sent by the 


| Government to our frontier posts, west of Ark- 
ansas and Missouri, I have thourht them proper. 


Any gentleman who has had occasion to in- 
quire into it, as I have had, will find that the cost 
of that transportation, when overland, is two or 
three times the cost by water. The clearing out 
of the obstructions, if it can be accomplished, in 
the Red river, ‘Will be an immense saving to the 
That river penetrates far into the 
interior of the Indian country, where we are 
obliged to have military posts. So of the Ark 
ansas and the Missouri rivers. Evenif the Mis- 
souri did not touch Iowa, I have considered that 


| we have a right to make appropriations for the 
improvement of its navigation on account of the 


general public interests connected with the duties 


My support of 
| those appropriations has not been in reference to 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


of the Government in supplying our troops and | 


defending the frontier. 
I have not been one of those who have stood 
on the ground that these appropriations are to be 


made exclusively under the commercial power. | 


Any gentleman who will choose to look into | 


that subject, will find that great expense can be 
saved to the Government by the safe and unob- 
structed navigation of these rivers. 


tion to the Arkansas and Missouri rivers, I place 


But in rela- | 


them, in respect to continuing the appropriations, | 


on the same ground as the Mississippi. 
is no end to their improvement. 
annual improvements. 
that come down those streams, in consequence of 
the melting of the snows in the Rocky Mountain 
region in the spring. 
ated by the drifting of logs on the shores. 
this reason, annual appropriations are required to 
keep these rivers tolerabl 


You must have 


There | 


You have annual floods | 


New obstructions are cre- | 
| 
ror 


1} 


y clear of obstructions. || 
I include the Arkansas, the Missouri, and the |) get toa new chapter. 
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Re d rivers in 


iver the same category, The trunk of 
Arkansas river is within the State of Arkan- 

s rlone; rccording to my own notions on 
t su , if it were a river fined to that 
State, and we had no military force at the head 
of it, or could not reach them by the navigation 


of that river, | should say it was a local and not 


I know that some of my friends 
who support these bill] 


rt these bills think the number of 
States ough w h ariver runs makes no dif- 
Ihave always thought it to bea dif- 


i 

fer e. ladhere to the principles of the veto of 
the May SViilie road bill, and the dox trines of Mr. 
Call » Which admit appropriations to objects 
within the States, if they are national and not 
local. reneral Jackson laid down that principle 
and adhered to it. Mr. Van Buren adhered to 
it. Mr. Tyler adhered to it Mr. Polk was the 
only President think 


r have 
lly of late years; but 
whenever | have argued it, I have contended for 
our right 


who ever disavowed it. 1 


tands on stronger grounds. | 


this Case S 


never argued the question tu 


to clear out these great internal com- 
ions under the war power, ind pendent 
commercial power at all. The Arkansas, 
issourl river, and the Red rivers, upon that 


lone, supposing the banks of these rivers, 


munhicat 





as two of them are, to be within single States, 
stand on as strong ground as those that belong to 
two or three States, which, on the principle of 
Mr. Calhoun and the Maysville veto of General 
Jac kson, could be improved by the United States. 
[ feel no hesitation on the ground of public utility, 
and the hecessily of Supporting Our armies ‘on 
the western frontier, and in the Indian country, in 
voting the Besides, we shall soon 
have a new tier of States there; but independent 
of that, | think the power is clear in regard to 
these rivers, 


Mr. GEYER. 


drawn 


appropriation, 


I shall not suffer myself to be 
discussion of the 
but | would 


lnuto a constitutional 
the honorable 


Senator from Georgia, that if we bave any con- 


question, suggest to 
trol there at all, and we have exercised jurisdic- 
tion over rivers, it 
protect life and property. 


these becomes our duty to 
It isas much our duty 
to protect life and property against disasters re- 
sulting from natural obstructions to communica- 
tion, ag from the abuse of 
transportation. 


artificial means of 
We license steamboat engineers; 
we undertake to regulate, we profess that we do 
legislate, for the preservation of life on the west- 
ern rivers. Now, | will read from the report of 
Colonel Long, the engineer in charge, his reasons 
why the appropriations should be made, and 
promptly made, so as to protect life and property: 

‘Among the strongest argumeuts in favor of appropria 
tions for the object ntioned, are the peril and 
destruction of human life and property annually occasioned 
by ruinous obstructions in the way of safe navigation, the 
removal of which may be effected at an expense compara 
tively moderate 

‘* During the last fiscal year the number of lives pst by 
casualties of one hundred 
and twenty-four; the number of steamers wrecked eighty 
five, and the value of treights and other property lost ineal 
culable; besides which, enormous sacrifices of health and 
labor have same yeur.’’ 


A subse quent statement In an appt ndix gives 


the particulars, the names of the vessels, and the 
character of the loss. T’'wo hundred and eighty, 
I believe, were destroyed by snags, not on this 
river alone, but on the Mississippi and its tribu- 
taries generally. 

Mr. HUNTER. It was in regard tothe proper 
mode of conducting the work that I addressed 
the Senator from Missouri. I can understand, so 
far as snags are concerned, that the appropriation 
may be profitably employed without any partic- 
ular plan; but the improvement of a river by 
taking out bars, | understand to be one of the 
most difficult things in civil engineering. Has 
there been any plan or survey ? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Thatis not proposed. The 
Senator is mistaken. Ido not know one of the 
western rivi rs where they are at work on bars, at 
least none on the principal rivers. Al) the work 
done is removing sunken logs, sunken wrecks, 
snags, and sawyers. 

Mr. BUTLER. l do.not suppose we shall touch 
the western rivers again. Is this the last of them? 

Mr. WELLER. We are just starting with 
them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have got so tired of Michigan 
and New York, that I thought perhaps we could 
If thereis any chapter I 


above nie 


kind or other is no less than one 


been incurred during the 
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would go on with sooner than another, it is that | 


of my friend from Missouri. But I wish here to 
drop a few remarks to bring to view doctrines 
which he indicated yesterday—doctrines which | 
cannot assent to, and which, I am sure, cannot 
receive the deliberate sanction of his own judg- 
ment. If I understood my honorable friend, (and 


I think the tendency of his remarks was unmis- | 


takable,) he said that, from the situation of the 
States on the Mississippi river and its tributaries, 
they constituted a commercial power of such 


magnitude, that their commerce ceased to be of | 


| interest, and fell, therefore, exclusively 
under the jurisdiction of the General Government. 
In other words, he said that, whether that be so 
or notin the abstract, it was so in the concrete; 
it would be danverous to allow those 
States to form such compacts as would give them 
something like a commercial alliance—dangerous 
to the peace, and certainly inconsistent with the 
integrity, of the Union, as recognized by the 
Constitution of the United States. There was a 
good deal in the remark. But, Mr. President, will 
the gentleman allow me to put one question to 
him; and, if he can answer that, it will solve all 
my difficulties. 

if we have no money in the Federal Treasury 
to take out the snags in the Missouri, Mississipp1, 
and Ohio rivers, [ ask whether it would be un- 
constitutional for those who want the benefit of 
those rivers to go and take out the snags them- 
selves? What would be thought of a proposition 
to raise taxes for such expenditures? We shall 
run the Treasury down, thank God. I see it is 
running down until we shall not have a dollar 
left. We shall have the 


partial 


because 


best Government on | 


earth when we have an intelligent constituency | 


knowing for what we appropriate their money, 
and feeling that it is to come out of their pocks ts 
by some form of taxation. Will any man pro- 


pose to-morrow to raise taxation for the purpose | 


of improving the western rivers, to take out snags 
and bars? I believe the bills pending make appro- 
priations of $3,000,000. Suppose a tax bill of 
$3,000,000 were presented for these purposes and 
defeated, and we had not a dollar in the Treasury 
except sufficient to pay the civil list, would my 


friend consider it unconstitutional for Mississipp|, | 


Kentucky, Ohio, Illinois, Arkansas, and Louisi 
ana, voluntarily to join and take out the snags, 


to send individuals to do it, orto pay money from 


their own treasuries to doit? If that is uncon- 
stitutional, even South Carolina has been guilty 
of an unconstitutional act, for she has joined here- 
tofere with Ohio, Kentucky, Tennessee, and 


Georgia to have a great railroad from Charleston | 
contribute | 
They can pay out of their own | 
treasury, without having a compact for the pur- | 


to Cincinnati. All these States can 


voluntarily. 


: : 
ose ot doing it. 


{ will put another question to my friend, for I | 


do not intend toargue the subject. Are the Mis- 
souritand Mississippi rivers any more highways 
than the Hudson, which, I believe, is exclusively 
in New York? Can New York appropriate the 
river exclusively for a monopoly, and give it to 
a particular company, to the exclusion of all 
others, or allow tolls to be levied, in a particular 
way, when the Government of the United States 
says itis free to the navigation of every State in 
the Union? 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator will 
allow me to correct him in reference to a fact. 
He assumes that the Hudson river is exclusively 
in the State of New York. 
of New York and New Jersey. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was using it merely as an 
illustration. I do not say that fact makes any 
difference. I ask, if it were all in New York, 
would it not be navigable to every vessel, and 
open to every vessel of the United States, accord- 
ing to the decision in Gibbons vs. Ogden? 

Mr. SEWARD. Tae Supreme Court so de- 
cided in that case. 

Mr. BUTLER. You cannot distinguish the 
Mississtppi from other rivers in this point of 
view. It is a highway. 
the Mississippi and its tributaries are rich and 
powerful, and can form a league, and that there- 
fore they have a right to claim the protection of 
the Federal Government, and will not do their 
own work for themselves, it amounts to this: 
that so far as regards important interests of this 
kind, the Federal jurisdiction is exclusive over 


It washes the shores | 


When I am told that | 








| Would that be a compact within the meaning of | 
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the regulation of commerce, and exclusive be- 
cause it is said, if each State interfered with it, 


it might impede and interfere with the provision 


of the ordinance of 1787, which was read yes- 
terday, and is no more than a declaratory act 
affirming that the Mississippi is a highway. If 
you had no money in the Federal Treasury, 


would you let your people perish rather than pull | 


the snags out yourselves? Would it be unlawful 
for each one of the States to send messengers to 
the others, and ask them to send so much money? 


| the Constitution of the United States, dangerous, 


as you say, to the Union, because it would be one 


of those internal leagues that might set itself up || 


in opposition to the Government? If so, we are 
doing itevery day. But are we reduced to this 
pass, that the people themselves will not open 
their own gate, but require somebody else to go 
and open it for them? It may be a very conve- 
nient thing for you, gentlemen, if you can make 


NAL GLOBE. 


me open your rivers, instead of doing it your- | 


selves. 

Mr. PUGH. Allow me to ask 
from South Carolina a question. Suppose the 
Federal Government were too poor to send an 


army out to protect us against the Indians: would | 


it be unconstitutional for us to protect ourselves? 

Mr. BUTLER. No. 

Mr. PUGH. But it would be none the less 
the duty of the Federal Government to protect 
us. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


Ohio has given me that argument. If you can 


the Senator | 


I am glad my friend from | 


do this yourselves, I do not see why you should | 


exclusively devolve it on the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. PUGH. But we ask the Federal Govern- 
ment to raise an army to protect us. 
taxes for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘This is said to be an exclu- 
sive power of regulating commerce; but whoever 
heard of an exclusive power of fighting? Where 
does the Senator from Ohio get that notion? 


Mr. PUGH. 


power of the General Government to expend 
money. 


Mr. BUTLER. 


No, sir; but the exclusive 


»ower to regulate commerce is the power that | 


1as been claimed for these appropriations. If 
you apply it to the Mississippi and its tributaries, 
you say it 1s exclusive, and the States cannot 
interfere. 


Mr. PUGH. 


I do not say it is exclusive. I 


disclaimed that position in answer to the Senator | 


from Georgia, the other day. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was speaking of my friend 
from Missouri, who did not disclaim that. The 
effect of his remark was to make it exclusive. 


The effect of his doctrine is, that as long as he | 


can get money from the Federal Treasury his 
yeople cannot improve their rivers fur themselves, 
and it is unlawful for anybody else to help them! 
That is the idea. Then my friend from Ohio 
comes in and asks me if it is not exclusively in 


the power of the Government to make war, and | 


whether fighting must not therefore be exclusive ? 
Mr. PUGH. I did not say it was exclusive. 
Mr. BUTLER. Every man has the right to 
fight on his own hook. 
Mr. PUGH. The argument of the Senator 


| was to show that it was not the duty of the Fed- 


eral Government to make these improvements, 
because individuals might do it without violating 
the Constitution. I say we may fight without 


violating the Constitution, but it is none the less | 
the business of the Federal Government to pro- | 


tect us. 
Mr. BUTLER. 


tunate analogy. 


rivers, you have no right to take it from the | 
I say, furthermore, it is not a viola- | 
tion of the Constitution, if all the States inter- | 
ested were to join to morrow and open the Mis- | 


Treasury. 


sissippi river. You may not be allowed to im- 
pose heavy tolls or give monopolies to this body 
or that body, inconsistent with the regulation of 
commerce; but nobody will complain if you will 
expend your money to open your own rivers. That 
is not unconstitutional. If you can do it your- 


We pay | 


The Senator from South Caro- || 
lina has heard no one say it is exclusively the | 


I rather think it is an unfor- | 
Now, after these remarks, (cur- | 
sory, but having their illustrations,) I say to gen- || 
tlemen, if you cannot raise money for the purpose || 
of appropriating it for the improvement of those | 





| selves, and are interested more than other », 
why should you notdoit? Butas you are 
to the West, I do not see why Missouy «) 
not come in. My friend from Missouri ga, 
wants to have snags, stones, and everythins , 
taken out. Why,sir, the misfortune of th. \j 
souri river, as I understand, is, that half the: 
it has no water in it. 
Mr. JONES, of lowa. Not the Missouri I 
has got more water than all the rivers ip So. 
Carolina. [Laughter. } a 
Mr. GEYER. More than double them. 
Mr. BUTLER. While I shall not vote fo», 
| bill, [ believe my heart is as much with thy Mis 
souri river as any other that has received ay y», 
| propriation, but not on the ground stated, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Iyepeo. 
in the chair.) The question is on the passage of 
the bill. 
| Mr. CLAY. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and bein 
taken, resulted— yeas 27, nays 12; as follows: ~ 
| YEAS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, Brigh; 
Cass, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Durkee, Pol 
senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, James, Jo) 
son, Jones of Iowa, Pearce, Pugh, Sebastian, Sey ind 
Stuart, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—27. e 
NAYS — Messrs. Biggs, Bigler, Brown, Butler, (}q, 
| Fitzpatrick, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Mallory, Reid, aj 
Toombs—12. 
So the bill was passed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROWN. On thé Friday before last, it 
| will be recollected, the District of Columbia bys. 
ness was taken up, and a whole day consumed 
in the discussion of one bill. The House of R, 
resentatives, for the first time during the session, 
has set the business of the District of Columbia 
for next Tuesday. There are three or four }) 
upon the Calendar which, if passed here by that 
time, can be considered and passed by the House, 
I think they can by no possibility give rise to de- 
bate. If they do, I will consent that they lie over, 
In this view of the case, briefly stated, | move to 
postpone the prior orders with a view to take up 
the DiStrict bills. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. ‘Take them up to-morrow 
| morning, but not now. ‘To-morrow is priva' 
bill day. 

Mr. BROWN. There is no time, for in the 
||} morning the Senator from Pennsylvania [\r. 
| Bropueap] will come up and press his privai 
business at the first moment, and will not give 
|| way to the District business or anything else. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. If it be any comfort to my 
friend from Mississippi, I can say that the Sen- 
|| ator from Pennsylvania is sick in bed, and will 
| not be here. 
| Mr. CLAY. My colleague gave notice this 
morning that he should ask the Senate to take up 
to-morrow morning a bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr.SEWARD. I think the appeal of the Sen- 
| ator from Mississippi is grounded in justice, and 
for one I am willing to assent to it. This Dis- 
trict does not often detain our attention. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. I shall not detain the Senate 
| fifteen minutes, and I am sure we shall adjourn 
| Very soon, as it is now four o’clock. I move first 
to take up the bill (S. No. 385) to incorporate tie 
Washington Mutual Building Association. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
| read the second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
| Mr. BROWN. The bill is rather tong; and 
contains all the details of an act of incorporation. 
It secures to Congress the right, in the eighth see- 
tion, to repeal the act, or modify it, at any time 
they may think proper. The tenth section makes 

the individual stockholders liable for all the debts 
| of the corporation out of their private funds, oF 
will do so when I shall have had the amendment 
_ adopted which I have in my hand, ‘The ninth 
|| section prohibits anything like banking. I mov’ 
to strike out the tenth section, as it now siands, 
and to insert this, which is agreed to by the pst 
ties: 

That the debts and liabilities of the Washington Mutual 
|| Building Association shall not at any time exceed te 
| amount of their capital, and that each stockholder shal! be 
|| peld liable in his, or her, individual capacity for all te 
|| Robes and liabilities of the corporation, however incurred 
| or contracted, to be recovered by suit, as other debts and 


!! liabilities, in any court, or before any tribunal having jurs- 
|| diction of the case. 
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rhe amendment was agreed to. The bill wa 
ted to the Senate as amended, and x sm 
i nt made as 1n Committee of the Whole 


curred in. ‘The bill was ordered to be 
d for a third reading, was read the third 


D>? 


ne, and passed. 
yn motion, of Mr. BROWN, the bill (S. N 
2) for the relief of the Columbia ivnens 
ty of the city of Washington, was re ad the 
nd time, and considered as in Committee of 
Whole. It proposes to authorize the asso- 
vn of free persons of color in the city of 
Washington, commonly known as the ‘* Colum- 
. Harmony Society, ” to sell a certain square 
ground, deeded to them on the 26th of Jan- 
_ 1829, by J. Elgan, Commissioner of Pub- 
Buildings, and know n in the plat of Wash- 
ton city as square No. 475, and to reinvest the 
- eedsin other grounds inthe District of Co- 
ia, outside of the corporate limits of the city 
¢ Wi ashington, but no contract for the sale of | 
the wn is to be binding until first ap proved 
hy the Secretary of the Inte ‘rior, and the rein- 
~ostment of the funds arising from the sale is in 
eee r to be subject to his approval. 
- BROWN. I suppose there is no neces- 
sity for an explanation of the bill; it explains 


~ 


‘The | bill was eer to the Senate without 
nt, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
; read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. 'B , OWN. I move to take up the bill 


S, No. 384) to incorporate the guardians of the 





Mr. STUART. Weshould not go on with the 
less of the Districtnow. We oughtto dispose 
business which is the special order. 
BROWN. The Senate agreed to take up 
District of Columbia business, and there are 
ne or two little bills that I desire to have 
sidered now —mere matters of form. This 
is merely giving to an association already 
iL corporate name. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator state 
the titles of the other bills which he proposes to 
Mr. BROWN. A bill to incorporate the guard- 
s of the poor, which is simply to give an 

sociation Which is already in existence a cor- 
norate name; and then a bill to take the sense of 

people living west of Rock creek in the Dis- 
trict, upon the question of its retrocession to 
Maryland. 

Mr. STUART. 
t lay. 

Mr. BROWN. 
should give 


over. 


That cannot be considered 
I said before, that if the bills 
rise to debate I would let them go 
The other bill is to incorporate the Ben- 
zole Gas Light C ompany. 

Mr. STUART. That cannot pass without 
debate. . 
Mr. BROWN. 

now. 

The bill (S. No. 384) to incorporate the guard- 
ians of the poor was read a second time, and | 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

lt was reported to the Senate without amend- | 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ig, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, we have been | 
discussing rivers and harbors a good while, and 

e discussion has led me to the eee that 


bi mgress has a right to pass Senate bill No. 291, 


Then let me pass this bill 


1 the District of Columbia. 
subject, | should like to have 
and passe d. 


Mr. re tWARD. Letit be taken up in its reg- | 
ular order. 

Mr. STUART. I hope we shall be allowed to 
resume the consideration of the spec ial order. 

Mr. BROWN. This is a capital place to re- 
Sume it. It is a harbor bill. 

Mr. STUART. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. WELLER. If the Senator can show the | 
necessity for another gas company here, we may 
take up his gas bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ‘STU ART. I hope the Senator from Mis- 
Sissippi will withdraw the proposition, and allow || 
us to take up the special order. 

Mr. SEWARD. The Georgetown harbor bill ; 
can be taken up in its order. 


As we are on that 
that bill taken up 


ving a bill to improve the harbor at Georgetown, || 


THE CO 


INGRE 


Mr. BROWN. I[ withdraw my motion to take 
up the bill, and | mov: that the Senate adj: 
ltisa quarter after four 

The moton was nh 


PUBLIC WORKS IN MASSACHUSETTS. 


urn. 
<< | « k. 


it agreed to. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 66) for continuing certain public works in 
the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let that bill be passe d over 


informally, in consequence of the absence of the 


| Senator from that State. 


The bill was laid aside informally. 
LCNROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives 


| announced that the Speaker had signed the fol- 


lowing enrolled bills; 
the signature of the President pro temp. re 

An act for the reli fof the widows and orphans 
of the officers, seamen, and marines of the United 
States sloop of war Albany, and for other pur- 


which thereupon received 


| poses; 


| indicated in its til 





| tion of a harbor on thi 


| information. 


An act to continue the improvement of the Des 
Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river; and 

An act directing t! 
of David Gordon 


IMPROVEMENT OF ARKANSAS RIVER. 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee 
of the Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 69) 
for continuing the improvement of the Arkansas 


river. It appropriates $40,000 for the purpose 


Mr. CLAY. I should like to see the estfhates 
for that work. I cannot find them. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will state, for the in- 


formation of the Senator from Alabama, 
estimate on which » Committee on C 
have reported this billie is 
volume of the Presid 
ments. Itis 


** For the improvem 


that the 
ommerce 
sat page 296 of the second 
nt’s messages and docu- 


t of4he Arkansas river, £40,000.” 


‘commended by the 
precisely with the 


The appropriation r com- 
mittee corre spe nds 


the estimate. 


Mr. WELLER. aa is it for? 

Mr. SEBASTIA ‘To remove snags. 

The bill was } ld to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays on the 
assage of the bill, and they were ordered; and 
sie taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 11; as fol- | 

lows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Bell Tennessee, Benjamin, Cass, 


Clayton, Crittenden, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Fish, 
Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Pugh, 
Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, 
and Wright—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Brown, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Hous- 


ton, Hunter, Lverson, Mallory 


ll. 
So the bill was passed. 
HARBOR AT 

The bill (S.No. 


REEDY ISLAND. 


to continue the construc- 
east side of Reedy Island, 
was next considered 7 the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. I[tap propriates $30,000. 
Mr. CLAY. I should like to inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware whereabouts this harbor is. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I will state to my friend 
from Alabama that this bill was introduced by 
my honorable colleague, who is now necessarily 
absent; but I think [ can supply the 
Reedy Island is a small island of 
a few acres within a 
residence. It has a light-house upon it; and this 
appropriation is to furnish facilities for completing 
the breakwater at the eastern end of it, which is 
of vast importance to the commerce of the great 
city of Philadelphia, and of all the towns on the 
Delaware river above the island. Reedy Island 
is perhaps less than ten miles south of the harbor 
of New Castle. It is deemed by your engineers 
highly important to the commerce of Philade Iphia 
to have at that part of the Delaware river some 
means of protecting ships, from all parts of the 
United States that come to that city, from the 
floating ice which at some portions of the year is 
excee dingly dangerous. Ships in that river some- 
times have been cut through and sunk by the ice. 
| The losses which the Government itself has sus- 
tained in the duties on the goods in some of these | 


95) 


amount of 


ie settlement of the account | 


| 


» Reid, ‘Tooinbs, and Yulee— 
| 


requisite | 


bout seven miles of my late | 


SSIONAL GLOBE. 
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ships would perhaps be quite equal to the cost of 
the construction of this very harbor. 


Some gentlemen in Philadelphia, engage d in 
the commerce of that city, resolved on this im- 
provement about four yearsago. ‘They thought 
the best plan would be to make a breakwater 
harbor on the east end of Reedy | d. They 


applied to the Government, and a regular survey 
was made, and an estimate presented by the 
board of improvement. Chief Engineer Colonel 
lopted the plan recommended by Major 
ghly intelligentand able officer, who 
ged on the corps for many years, 
and is now the comm: : dantat Fort Del: 


Tott n ac 
Sanders, a 
has been eng 


hi 


iware, on 


the island called the Pea Patch, which is a few 
miles above Reedy F day Major Sanders, from 
his situation, had a better opportunity of know- 
ing the currents of the Delaware, and the most 
effective mode of constructing this breakwater . 
perhaps, than any man in the country. So Col- 


onel Tott 


have 


en and the Secretary of War 
considered, for they have approved his 
report. The original estimate was, that they 
could make a breakwater that t the 
floating ice, for the sum of $51,090. Congress 
about four years since, appropriated $50,000 for 
the purpose of making this breakwater. Onthe 
7th of February, 1853, Major Sanders made a 
detailed report upon the subject, which 


would defl 


, 


is very 


elaborate and complete. I do not propose to 
trouble the Senate with reading it, unless some 
gentleman desires to hear it. He states what the 


cost will be, and then recommends the construe- 
tion of twelve piers. These piers, 
the original plan, were notto bi 
tures; 


accordin y¥ to 
permanent struc- 
but he proposes to convert them into per- 
manent structures, so thatthey may remain there 
for the benefit of the commerce of th 
ever. He says: 

‘* It is not out of place, before closing my remarks, to say 
something on the subject of converting these piers into per 
manent structures. ‘To do so, [should propose cutting off 
all the piles to the common level of low wate 
them with logs, so as to form a solid 


country for- 


r, and capping 
grillage plattorm, on 


which I should build a masonry superstructure—the face 
of cut granite blocks, laid in regular courses, dowelled and 
clamped together with composition bolts, and the interior 


space filled in with concrete. I believe it to be a fair and 
ample estimate to allow an average cost of nine thousand 


dollars a pier for such a change. I shall, therefore, hazard 


the statement, that $100,000, granted in a single appropri 
ation, at any time within ten years after the work is finished, 


as now proposed, will suffice for accomplishing this desira 


ble object.”’ 

a r his report comes one from General Totten 
to the Secretary of War, approving Major San- 
ders’s report, in which he says 


** As Major Sanders’s station in the Delaware has enabled 
him to observe the effects of the moving ice, and to appre 
ciate its power, and as the repairs of two other such harbors 
are intrusted to his charge, I think the details of his project 
(which are the resultof his study of the whole subject, and 
of his local knowledge) are probably the best adapted to the 
purpose ; and | therefore concur in his views, 
honor to present them for your approbation.” 


and have the 


Then we have the approval! of the Secretary of 
War in these words: 


Wark DeparRTMENT, April 6, 1853, 
Recommendation of Chief Engineer approved 
JEFFON DAVIS, 


Secretary of War. 

It appears then—— 

Mr. SEWARD. I beg to suggest that 
no doubt the Senate is entirely satis 
honorable Senator’s explanation, 

Mr. CLAYTON. ‘Then I shall not trouble the 
further. 

Mr. CLAY. ILasked the 
was advised that this survey of 
or of the re ntleman to 
Delaware has reterré adi had never been supervised 
by the board of engineers, and had not received 
the approval of the Seat 

Mr. CLAYTON. I will state to the gentleman 
that a majority of the board of improvements, as 
it is called, ditfered from Major Sanders, but one 
of them agreed with him, and the chief of the 
corps of engineers, General Totten, approved 
Sanders’s project, and the Secret iry of War also 
approved it. The fact to which the 
from Alabama alludes is explained 
Thus the matter stands. I have stated th: 
mates. A subsequentreport from the Department, 
which I hold in my hand 


I have 
fied with the 


because | 
the local agent 
whom the Senator 


que stion 


, 
from 


rentlen n 


In that 


, but will not read 


requested, state, that the original plan of the work 

is yet unfinished, and how much remains to be 
. ‘ is } 

done. Sir, lam not myself a commercial man, 


but I could look out from my late residence on 
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the river Delaware, and see Reedy Island before 
me. and I know the fact that this breakwater must 


be of immense service to the commerce of the 
whole country. Ships can obtain protection there 
during the w inter from the floating ice when they 
cantot obtain it anywhere else. If they attempt 
to lay in at the harbor of New Castle, or Marcus 
Hook, or Chester, they are very apt to be cut by 
the ice and perhaps sunk. This work is esteemed |} 
by commercial men the most important of all on 
the Delaware river. Of course I should prefer || 
their opinion to my own if I differed with them. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time. 


On its passage, Mr. CLAY called for the yeas | 


and nays, and they were ordered; and being || ° 


taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 11; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. 
Cass, Clayton, Crittenden, Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fish, Foster, Geyer, Harlan, Jones of lowa, Sebastian, 
Seward, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and Wright- 21. | 
NAYS—Meessrs. Biggs, Clay, Fuzpatnck, Houston, Hun 
ter, Iverson, Mallory, Reid, Toombs, Weller, and Yulee 


11 
it 


| 
ra 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am almost tired of | 
these bills, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think we have had enough 
of this I do not wish to be driven 
pertinaciously. I want some examination of all | 
these bills. Gentlemen say it shall not be done. 

‘The question being taken, on a division, there 
were—ayes 15, noes 16; no quorum voting. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. Lask for the yeas and nays. 
I think we have done enough of this business for 
one day. 

Mr. YULEE. I must still hold, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that it is not in the power of less than a | 
quorum to call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no 
doubt about the right of less than a quorum to 
adjourn: and before the decision was announced 
the Senator from Georgia had the right tu call for 
the yeas and nays, 

Mr. YULEE. I think it was announced that 
there was no quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, sir. 

Mr. YULEE. The Chair has now ascertained 
that there is no quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


enough; 


business. 


That is true 
but the Senator called for the yeas and 
nays before the result was announced. 

Mr. YULEE. Well, sir, I raise the question, | 
that when there is no quorum, business cannot 
be done; and I demand a count. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
quesuon is upon ordering the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have voted under a strong 
pressure from the friends of these bills, saying 
tliey were apprehensive they would not have a 
future time to go through with this class of busi- 
ness. For that reason, against my own judg- 
mentand feelings, | have insisted on going on; | 
bat Lam now relieved by several members around 
me, and if none of the friends of the bill protest | 
against it, lL shall take the responsibility of ad- 
vising that we accept the proposition, 1 think, 
with the Senator from Georgia, that the minority 


ought not to be forced unreasonably and unne- || 


cessarily. ltisnotin my heart to do it. 
like am jority to force me. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President—— 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the adjournment. It is not in order to de- | 
bate a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I wish only to make an | 
inquiry of the Senator from New York. I vote | 
for the adjournment, and yet the next bill coming | 
up relates to the district of country in which | 
reside; and hence | suppose it is my duty to 


Il do not | 


do 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator | 
from Delaware is clearly out of order. 
Mr. STUART. By unanimous consent he 
can proceed. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No debate is 
allowable on a motion to adjourn. The Secre- 
tary will proceed to call the roll. 
‘lhe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 14; as follows: 





tell of ‘Tennessee, Benjamin, Bright, || 


first || 


explain to the Senate, as | am quite prepared to || 


Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Mallory, Reid, ‘Toombs, and 
Trumbuli—!9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, Fessen 
den, Foster, Geyer, Pugh, Sebastian, Seward, Stuart, Wade, 
Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—14. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, July 31,°1856. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Danien Waxpo. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


There appearing to be less than a quorum 
present, 
| Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved a call of the 
| House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
| ‘The roll was called; and the following members 
| failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Ball, Barksdale, Bingham, Bocock, Boyce, Bur- 
ingame, Burnett, Caruthers, Childs, Bayard Clarke, Cling- 


| 1 

| , 

| man, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, | 
| Timothy Davis, De Witt, Dickson, Dowdell, Edmundson, | 


| Elliot, Ethendge, Eustis, Evans, Florence, Thomas J. D. 
| Fuller, Gilbert, Augustus Hall, Harrison, Herbert, Hick- 


jj; man, Hoftlman, Howard, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, 
|| Kennett, Kidwell, King, Kunkel, Lindley, Alexander K. 


Marshall, Humpbrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Me- 
; Carty, MeMullin, McQueen, Meacham, Millward, Murray, 
| Packer, Paine, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Porter, Reade, 
|} Roberts, Sage, Sandidge, Scott, William Smith, Swope, 
| Talbott, Valk, Weich, Wells, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, 
| and John V. Wright. 


P@Ming the call of the roll, 
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| ton, Crittenden, Dodge, Durkee, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Harlan, 





July 3), 


matter which the Representatives hayin 





s ~ g char rn 
of have made every effort to bring to the atten, 
of the House. The article to which I refer ;.. 

iS as 


follows: 


* IMPROVEMENT OF THE PaTarsco RIVER.—We rears 
observe that no action has as yet been taken jn the ti. 3 lo 
of Representatives of the United States on the b ~ 
an appropriation for the improvement of the 

| river, a work, we believe, second in importance 1 
templated improvement now before Congress. ‘Tye pi) 
allude to was passed by the Senate, in the first mony. 
the present session, by an almost wnanimous vote oy » 

| body, and has been before the House ever since, wy)... 

any action being had upon it, although many bills fer I 

important and general in their character have sbsequentis 
been originated and have been passed into laws. Conor. 
will remain but a short time in session, and we trust 
important measure will not be lost through the necler:.. 
inattention of those who ought to use all their enery 
behalf.” 


} 
| 
Ul! inaking 
Par Apps 


no 


NErgy in ity 


I therefore take the liberty of saying a fay, 
words of explanation myself, instead of sharing 
it with my colleague, [Mr. Davis,] because +). 
ee measure to which this article refers },' 

een placed by the committee of the Board of 

Trade of that city in my hands in this House, ay4 
the reflection upon me is the more direct. 1 hays 
allusion to an article in the Baltimore Amerjoan 
_of this morning, reflecting upon us for our failyys 
| to bring to the attention of the House, and hays 
| passed, a bill for the improvement of the Pa. 
tapsco river. That bill having been placed in my 
hands, I desire to say to my constituents, in this 
public way, because the imputation is an imy 
tation on me as the representative of those eo 
stituents—that I have had, at no time since th: 





| 
| 
| 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, said: As I sup- 


| more than anything else, to consume the time so 
as to allow gentlemen not now in the House to 


| come in, and as, by asking the privilege which I 


desire to ask of the House, 1 shall not be con- 
suming any of its business or valuable time, I 
| ask the permission of the House that the further 


|| call may be suspended, and that I may be allowed 


| five or ten minutes—about the time the further call 
i 


| would take—in a matter personal to myself. 
Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The objection to that would 


| be that the call being suspended at this point, the 


|| names of the absentees would not go upon the 


I object. 
Mr. DUNN stated that his colleague, Mr. 


| Scorr, was still confined to his room by indispo- 


| Journal, which is the object of the call. 


|| sition, and was unable to attend the House. 
One hundred and fifty-seven members having | 


| answered to their names, all further proceedings 


| of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated the first business in | 


order to be the following resolutions, reported 


by the Committee of Elections, in the case of the | 


Resolved, That John W. Whitfield is not entitled to a 
seat in this House as a Delegate from the Territory of Kan- 
sas. 

Resolved, That Andrew H. Reeder be admitted to a seat 

| on this floor as a Delegate from the Territory of Kansas. 


Kansas contested election: 
| 


| Onthis question, Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, 
| i 


was entitled to the floor. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 


| Speaker, that the gentleman from Maine will 
| yield me the floor in order to make the personal 
| explanation for which | asked to dispense with 


| the further call of the House. 


|| which is personal to me in my representative 
| capacity, and reflects on my official conduct here. | 
1 am obliged to object. | 


ir. WASHBURN. 
I am sorry to do so. 
Mr. HARRIS. 
| five minutes. 
Mr. WASHBURN. 
gentleman for five minutes. 
| Mr. HARRIS. The statement which I desire 
to make is a very brief one. 
| 
| article in the leading commercial paper of my city, 
| which I have now before me,and to which I 
| allade—the American newspaper of to-day—is 
| one which suggests an imputation on the part of 
| both the Representatives of that city on this floor, 


an | of neglect and inattention in a matter of the most | 
YEAS—Messre. Biggs, Bright, Brown, Cass, Clay, Cley || vital consequence to the city of Baltimore—on a | 


| pose, Mr. Speaker, that the object of the call is, | 


under the call were, on motion of Mr. Wasu- | 
BURN, Of Maine, dispensed with, and the Journal 


I trust, Mr. | 


It is on a matter | 


I will not detain the House | 
Then [ will yield to the | 
Itis, however, on a || 


| question which 1s more important to me than any |; 
other purely personal matter can be, because an || 


bill came from the Senate, any possible opporty 
nity to call it up, and to obtain the action of the 

| House upon it. I desire further to say—whiat js 
well known to the members of the House—thg: 
no business on the Speaker’s table, or on the € 
endar, can be taken up out of the regular order, 
except on Mondays bya suspension of the rules 
I desire to say to my constituents—and | know | 
will be borne out by the testimony of many » 
tlemen around me—that I have done as much | 
impair a naturally good pair of lungs, for many 
successive Mondays, in attempts to get the floor 
for the purpose of calling up that bill, as | haw 
done in any effort [ ever made inside or ouitsid 
of this House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. In justice to 
the gentleman from Maryland, I will say that | 
have heard him urge the earliest consideration of 
the matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. My friend behind me [Mr 
Haven] says that | have made all the noise | 
could about iton Monday. | desire to say further 
that which is well known here, that it requires 
a vote of two thirds to suspend the rules and | 
get up a bill on that day, but | have never be: 
fortunate enough to get the floor even for the pur- 
pose of moving to suspend the rules, 

I wish to say further that, not satisfied with 
ordinary efforts to get the floor, I] have made w! 

I conceive to be extraordinary efforts. I have 
even, although conscious of the great press 00 
the Speaker of this House, knowing, as | do, 
perfectly well, that these two hundred and thirty- 
odd gentlemen are charged, each one of them, Wi!) 
matters of special importance which they were 
|, always anxious to take the first opportunity o! 
bringing up, and knowing that under these cir- 
cumstances it was a very difficult thing for the 
Speaker of the House to extend to me any par- 
| ticular courtesy in connection with this matter— 
yet in order to leave no stone unturned, | have 
|, repeatedly solicited of the Speaker, as a persone 
favor, the opportunity of calling up this bill. 
Every gentleman knows how impossible it would 
be for the Speaker to make and to fulfill promis*s 
| of this character to the numerous gentlemen Who 
|| want the floor. 
|| Now, sir, I have said all that I conceive to be 
/material to put myself right with my people. 
|| And I now trust that as I have been comp* lled, 
|| in the face of the House, to defend myself agaist 
| 
} 
| 


an imputation under the circumstances unjust to 
me, and made in ignorance of my efforts here— 
the House will on Monday next interpose no ob- 
|| jection to what I ask, but by common consent 
|| aid me in suspending the rules and passing the 
|; bill. 

i| KANSAS CONTESTED ELECTION. 








Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I gave notice 
| yesterday, that to-day, if I could obtain the floor, 
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